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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS: SDI PROGRAM "WILL UNDERMINE’ ARMS LIMITATION 
LD131907 Moscow TASS in English 1/40 GMT 13 Dec 85 
[Text] Moscow, December 13 TASS--By TASS military writer Vladimir Bogachev: 


Persistently trying to prevent the militarization of outer space, advancing 
large-scale initiatives aimed at banning the deployment of strike space 
weapons in near-earth space, the Soviet Union proceeds from the premise that 
there exist no contradictions that would fatally doom the USSR and the United 
States to confrontation, the gure so war. However, the heishrening of mili- 
tary rivalry between the sides, should an arms race be spread to new areas, 
including outer space, will sharply enhance the risk of nuclear war in which 
there will be neither the victor nor the vanquished. 


Washington's arguments that the U.S. anti-missile systems in space wil! be 
“purely defensive” stand up to no criticism. Scholars question the effi- 
clency and reliability of the space weapons, currently being devised in the 
United States, in hitting missiles in flight. There are no doubts, however, 
that the killer satellites, developed under the American “star wars" pro- 
gramme, will be able to destroy stationary targets on earth, including 
missiles in silos. 


There are grounds to believe that the Pentagon is planning to deploy over 
Soviet territory a large part of its strike space armaments in the hope of 
ensuring the establishment of a first strike potential aimed to disarm 
socialist countries. 


The Pentagon's calculations to achieve military superiority by deploying arma- 
ments in space are built on sand. The Soviet Union will find effective means 
to counter these arms systems. The response will be sufficiently quick and 
less costly than the American programme. But these measures will be forced on 
the Soviet Union. The USSR is deeply convinced that mutually acceptable, 
verifiable accords on the limitation and reduction of armaments, rather than 
new destablizing weapons in Limitless outer space, are the best shield 

against the nuclear war menace. 


The implementation of the American “star wars” programme will undermine the 
entire process of the Limitation and reduction of armaments--it i. senseless 
to reduce arms over a comparatively limited area of earth territory, while 








opening the door to systems of mass annihilation in the limitless expanses 
of nerr-earth space. 


New channels of the arms race will emerge, including those capable of over- 
coming anti-missile defences. The ABM Treaty, one o ‘e most effective 
barriers in the way towards an all-out nuclear war, wiil collapse. 


Even a realistic appraisal of the balance of strategic forces will become 
impossible, to say nothing of maintaining stability. Developments will go 
out of control, mistrust and suspicion between countries w.il sharply grow, 
the risk of nuclear war as a result of a miscalculation, faults in warning 
systems and communications will increase many times. 


The militarization of space, which some circles in the West describe as a 
“defensive programme,” the development of strike space armaments may generate 
among some “hot heads” in Washington a dangerous illusion of the immunity of 
aggression. 


There is still a chance to stop the dangerous developments in space. 
Tomorrow, this will be far more difficult to do. The summit meeting in 
Geneva showed that the positions of the sides on problems of war and peace 
have points of contact, that there are opportunities for looking for mutually 
acceptable solutions on limiting and reducing armaments. 


It is important today as never before that the sides reaffirm by their prac- 
tical deeds their commitment to the principles endorsed in the Soviet- 
American statement in Geneva. The Soviet Union is prepared to observe in 
good faith all the accords reached in Geneva, to see to it that the dialogue 
with the United States be continued in a constructive spirit and result in 
concrete measures for diminishing the risk of nuclear war. 


The world public rightfully hope that the American side will come to the 
realization of the need for concrete coordinated measures for curtailing the 
arms race on earth and preventing it in outer space. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


MOSCOW: U.S. ABM SHIELD WOULD FORCE SOVIET COUNTERMEASURES 
LD301540 Moscow in English to North America 9001 GMT 30 Now 85 
[Unattributed commentary] 


{Text} In his speech before parliament on Wednesday the Soviet leader, 
Mikhail Gorbachev, gave a bit by bit analysis of the Geneva summit. The 
Soviet Union and the United States achieved agreements on a number of key 
problems of security. The summit showed, however. that the American side 
is still unready for ending the arms race. Washington does not want to 
prevent an arms race in outer space, which blocks the introduction of deep 
cuts in nuclear weapons. According to many scientists and other experts the 
SDI program, if realized, would have grave consequences on the strategic 
situation and international politics. If the United States deployed a 
comprehensive system of antiballistic missile defense or some combat el<- 
ments of such a system it would violate the ABM Treaty of 1972. 


An American ASM shield in space would compel the Soviet Union to take 
countermeasures in the fields cf both offensive and defensive weapons. As a 
result the amount of weaponry would increase immeasurably. This would be a 
serious blow to the arms control process. The United States and the Soviet 
Union would certainly not benefit in terms of security. The arguments in 
favor of star wars are full of contradictions. The SDI‘'s proponents speak 
of a defense system that would be 95 percent foolproof but the 5 percent gap 
they allow for would mean scores of nuclear warheads let \hrough by the ABM 
umbrella. What is morc, the SDI system would be meanc for defense against 
intercontinental ballis:ic missiles but it would be scarcely effective if 
used against other nuclear systems, like submarine-~launched ballistic 
missiles, strategic bombers, and cruise missiles. 


There have been attempts to convince the public that space weapons would 
render nuclear arms obsol.te. At the same time efforts are made to estimate 
the possible effect of a conflict on the United States but where 1% the 
declared peaceful nature of the SD1? The only means to try out the SDI 
system would be in actual combat. With the growing use of computers the 
chances of a conflict through accident have greatly increased, so much so 
that it seems hardly possible to ensure world safety with all that sophisti- 
cated technology. This all shows that a space-based ABM defense system must 
be effective only if its possessor would try to use it for escaping retalia- 
tion for a first nuclear strike. 








In his star wars speech on 23 March 1983 President Reagan justly said that if 
either side went on to perfect and build up its defensive arms along with 
creating a space ABM system this might be seen by the other side as fostering 
an aggressive policy. But that is exactly what is happening in the United 
States. In their long-term military plans the Americans call for a wide 
range of projects to be carried out under the SDI at the same time they leave 
no loopholes tor cuts in strategic programs. Perhaps they believe that these 
programs could be set into reverse on short notice but might it not be more 
logical to start reducing aras instead of preparing their country and the 
whole world for yet another spurt in the race to defensive space weapons that 
would cost hundreds of billions of dollars? 


in his speech at the Supreme Soviet Mikhail Gorbachev said this country and 
the United States had no other option but to learn the great art of living 
together. There are states in the world that by virtue of their military, 
economic, scientific and technological potential bear a special responsibil- 
ity for the world’s development. According to the Soviet leader such a 
responsibility, which is far from being a privilege, lies above all with 

the Soviet Union and the United States. 


/6091 
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SDI AVD SPACE ARMS 


SOVIET ACADEMICIAN EXAMINES ‘PROVOCATIVE’ SDI 
PM151045 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian '% Nov 85 Morning Edition p * 


r , . ee . = 

Interview with acadrtician B. V. Raushenbakh by Kim Smirnov under the 
"Scientist's Ovinion” rubric: “The Cost of A Mistake in the Nuclear Age” -- 
date and place not specified | 


[Text | Smirnov | Boris Viktorovich, the public in many states, sober-minded 
politicians, and scientists are joining unanimously in opposivg the “star 
wars’ program, which is put forward by the current J.S. administration under 
the name “strategic defense initiative” (SDI). Whet are the reasons for and 
arguments behind scientists’ opposition to this program” 


'Raushenbakh! The main reason is that it is not simply obvious to scientists 
by also /PRECISELY/ capitalized word between slantlines printed in boldface | 
known that SDI is a path not to peace but to war. 


Hardly had President Reagan announced the so-called “strategic defense 
initiative” than there was a duel reaction t> his speech. The ‘averse 
American’ was highly sympathetic to this idea. Outwardly it all seemed 
tempting: The proposal was to deploy above the United States a gigantic shield 
which would prevent even a single missile reaching its territory. So why 
should Americans oppose it? 


But quite unexpectedly for the U.S. Administration and for the ordinary 
citizen, lulled by its bright promises, the scientists of the whole world 
abruptly opposed this idea. And not just Soviet and West Furopean scientists 
but U.S. scientists, too, en Passe. 


What is happening? Why is Reagan's initiative opposed by the Federation of 
American scientists, Princeton University, and » number of other aajor 
scientific centers? [t is precisely because they are /MAJOR/ ‘Capitalized 
words between slantlines printed in boldface sctentific centers, major 
scientists, and major science. They are accustomed to examining the first 
principles of phenomena. 


Scientists, perhaps before anyone else, saw and loudly stated that this 
entire “defense” initiative is the most typical bluff. First, they showed 
the technological groundlessness of #11 these laser and beam weapons and the 
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* is possible to defend individual points, etrategic missile launch posi- 


lone, for example, but by no means the entire territory, not even all the 
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r . 7 . . . . : 
|Smirnov}] The practice of all postwar decades demonstrates the objective 
fact that various U.S. Administrations have soveht to forge ahead in the 
creation of new weapon types but that the Soviet Union has always found an 


adequate response to these “initiatives.” Is it not senseless to try to 
lf today when the level of development of 


secure military advantages for onese 
fundamental and applied research work in the leading scientific and technical 
powers is such that the very logic of research leads one country's scientists 
to what has already been discovered in the other? 

'Raushenbakh | Yes, it is senseless. It is obvious that neither side will 
ever have the ultimate weapon. The fundamental laws of physics and chemistry, 
on which the renewal of military hardware is based, sre well known to both 
sides. It is simply impossible to invent something which will leave one side 
in utter disarray. d@dhat one of the opposing sides acquires today, the other 
side will unfailingly acquire tomorrow. 


on a 7 , : “ar , ‘ 
‘Smirnov! Why is the U.S. Administration so stubbornly trying to transfer 
the arms race to space? 


'Raushenbakh|] I believe that it ie simply implementing the strategy of the 
military-industrial compiex which brought it to power. And the main impetus 
here comes from the colossal profits which this complex gets from a new arms 
race spiral, one which is dangerous for mankind. Today -- superprofits, 
tomorrow -- who knows! War, if it comes (and suppose it does not) is a 
matter for tomorrow. As for today there are billions of dollars on the 
table. Why not take them? 


This is a very dangerous “philosophy” and psychology. The “philosophy” of 
the ostrich hiding its head in the sand. f specific people take the money 
from the table in the hope that no one will notice and that there will be no 
consequences that, ultimetely, is a matter for their conscience, their 
observance of the moral aid legal norms. This is quite different matter. We 
are talking about the fate of mankind and the planet. 


There are historical precedents when orienting the nationel economy solely 
toward war created the appearance of securing profits for businessmen and 

bread and work for ordinary people. But we know well how tragically that 

ended for the people. 


Nevertheless, the current situation is unprecedented. Because we are talking 
about the ability to think in the nuclear age and to understand what can and 
cannot be done in that age. It is impossible to think now as people did in 
the Stone Age or even in the last war. A stone age tribal leader's mistake 
could mean at worst, the tribe's destruction. The inability to think soberly, 
such as Germany's fascist leaders showed, cost tens of millions of human 
lives. The cost of that inability now is the life of mankind. 


‘Smirnov! The present-day technological level of production has risen to such 
a point that man's physical and mental potential is becoming exhausted and he 
is being forced to transfer those furictions to automatic machines. In the 
peace-time economy this is ultimately a boon. Put what about in the military 
technologies, perticularly those which will form the basis of SDI? 








~ 


7 7 . * . ’ > . . 
fRaushenbakh In the military technologies each new level of automation is a 
new step toward war, toward the increase’? likelihood of its accidental 
occurrence. 


This factor is usually mentione? less than the rest. But it is perhaps the 
most terrifying factor in ali this playing with nuclear fire. The research 
of a number of U.S. universities and European scientists shows (and Soviet 
specialists have produced mathematical estimates in this area) that Reagan's 
SDI cannot work according to the conventional military scheme. 


Let us imagine, for example, that the missiles have been launched. The 
President has been informed. The decision vo retaliate has been taken. This 
sequence, which currently exists, becomes pointless in the present instance. 
According to U.S. culculations it should tuke 100-300 seconds from the 
missiles’ appearance above the atmosphere to their destructio. In that time 
the missiles have to be detected «nd hit. There is no time to inform the 
President. Automated systems will take the decisions and begin war. The 
President and the political leadership will no longer be able to play a role 
in it. 


Of course, only automatic machines can respond to other automatic machines at 
the necessary speed. What happens if the other side also creates the neces- 
sary automated systems? Mankind's fate will be placed in the hands of the 
machines. This is a very astounding situation which is appearing on the 
horizon and it is extremely dangerous. 


You and I both know from our own personal experience of how avtomatic machines 
operate in everyday life and at work that they can make mistakes. We know 
that not only household appliances but also computers malfunction. Well, 
supposing we apply this to the implementation of the "star ware” program? 


The problem of the accidental unleashing of nuclear conflict is becoming 
extremely acute and is now becoming paramount with some researchers. They 
confirm that when both sides have created these very complex automated 
systems, mankind's fate will be in the hands not of people but of machines. 
And machines go wrong. The more complex they are, the more likely errors are. 
These automated systems are supposed to work for decades without failing 
once. That is unrealistic. 


The likelihood of catastrophe is increased all the more because in this 
instance we have to examine the aggregate of two uncoordinated automated 
systems in opposition to one another. Full-scale joint tests should be held 
according to the rules for developing systems of this kind. That would be 
logical in » peaceful international project. But in this particular instance 
it is impossible! The United States is not going to give its automated 
system to the Soviet Union for the latter to adapt its retaliatory measures 
to it. And vice versa. 


Thus there will be two unchecked, uncoordinated systems at work. And the 
likelihood of malfunctions in such systems is even greater. This not only 
means that the reliability of the two technical systems will fall dangerously. 








It also means that there is an increasing likelihood of the accidental 
triggering of war which, in all its foreseeable forms, could end in the 
destruction of human civilization. 


There have already been instances when the U.S. services raised false alarms, 
mistaking flocks of wild geese and so forth for Soviet bombers. But on each 
occasion people had enough time and sense to work out what was really happen- 
ing. But here there will be no time! In the event of a fatal mistake or 
technical error the machines will begin war without asking anyone. 


[Smirnov] So it turns out that machines created by man can destroy him 
themselves? A science fiction story comes to mind in this context. The 
author is in a scientist's house and sees the scientist's double, a genetic 
copy, preserved in a huge jar. He is horrified at such an immoral and 
inhuman creation, of course: "How could you create a living being, a man, 
and then kill him?" The scientist replied: “What makes you think I created 
him? He created me.” Does this gloomy phantasmagoria not call to mind the 
situation which you have just outlined? 


f Raushenbakh | Yes, it is very similar. But let us hope that man will have 
enough reason not to entrust total control of his fate to mechines which have 
gotten out of control. Although, of course, the idea of transferring military 
confrontation to space is itself the kind of gloomy phantasmagoria which even 
the most pessimistic science-fiction writers have not thought up yet. 


By the way, the very concept of "star wars” entered political use from 
science fiction. Such wars have been waged in science fiction fo- a lone 
time, since H. G. Wells’ "War of the Worlds” and earlier. But here is a 
characteristic feature. In “star wars,” which was conceived by science 
fiction writers, the struggle was always waged by earth es a planet and 
mankind as a whole against an aggressive civilization from another planet. 
It did not enter any writer's head to create “star wars” among people them- 
selves and among the continents and countries of earth. That is so prepos- 
terous, absurd, and unnatural that the human imagination simply has not gone 
that far. 


Space, even by the technical essence of its development, unites the peoples 
rather than dividing them. For example, an aircraft cannot cross a state's 
border without special agreement. But satellites overfly all continents and 
cross all borders. And this is legalized by international agreements. It is 
technically impossible to build a spacecraft which would only fly within a 
state's borders. A satellite is something belonging to the whole planet. It 
may be launched by America or by the Soviet Union. This does not change its 
planetary nature. The earth will be perceived from on board the satellite as 
a single entity. 


It seems to me that as we go ever deeper into space the more this will be a 
path eniting people. That is perfectly natural! Only an utterly corrupt 
mind can see space flights as a path to military confrontation. The road to 
space can and must remain a road to peace. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


TASS: U.S. STANCE 'MAIN HINDRANCE’ TO ARMS CONTROL 


LD100029 Moscow TASS in English 2344 GMT 9 Dec 85 


Text | Moscow, 9 December TASS -- TASS news analyst Vladimir Matyash writes: 


The “star wars" plans are fraught with a new, extremely dangerous twist in the arms 
spirai -- this is the conclusion which was drawn by the Association of Jurists of New 
York, one of the biggest cities in the United States, as a result of two-year long 
studies. 


The association notes in its report that the programme of creating an ABM system with 

space based elements will undermine the Soviet-American 1972 ABM Treaty and will lead 

to uncontrolled rivalry in the build up of both offensive and defensive armaments, un- 

limited spending of means and growth of danger. Consolidation of the ABM Treaty, 

wnich is the most important and successful treaty for control over armaments, is the 
ily reasonable alternative to the "star wars." 


The Pentagon meanwhile is speeding up in every way the work to develop strike space 
armaments. As was reported today by the British newspaper THE GUARDIAN, U.S. Defence 
Secretary Caspar Weinberger intends to request Congress that approximately 4,900 
million dollars be included into the budget of 1987 fiscal year for Strategic Defence 
Initiative research. If this attempt. is crowned with success, the newspaper stresses, 
allocations for the programme will double, as compared with the 2,500-2,700 million 
dollars thatCongress intends to approve for this fiscal year. 


Attempts of militarisation of outer space encounter firm condemnation in the United 
States itself. It should be noted that 1,300 prominent American scientists, and also 
many senators, religious leaders, representatives of broad public, trade unions, 
women's and youth organizations have already declared against the arms race being 
spread to outer space. 


The sober-minded people are fully aware that the so-called Strategic Defense 
Initiative planning deployment of a broad-scale ABM system with space elements, is 
not defensive. It adds to the threat of war, it threatens human civilization with 
a pernicious catastrophe. 


The intention to put weapons into outer space is extremely dangerous to all peoples 

f the world without exception. Exactly therefore the Soviet Union proposed above 
all, to fully ban strike space armaments, since the beginning of the arms race in 
outer space will strengthen nobody's security. Under the cover of a space "shield" 
nuclear offensive systems will become still more dangerous. 
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The appearance of strike space systems might turn the present-day strategic balance 
into strategic chaos, entail a feverish arms race in all areas, undermine the ABM 
Treaty, one of the most important foundations for its limitation. Mistrust between 
countries will grow and security will be considerably impaired. 


The stand taken by the American side at the recent summit talks in Geseva on the 
"star wars" question is the main hindrance on the way towards an agreement on control 
over armaments. And this is not only the Soviet viewpoint. The governments of 
France, Denmark, Norway, Greece, Netherlands, Canada andAustralia have refused to 
participate in SDI. Space armaments are by no means defensive. There is every 
indication that the U.S. anti-missile space system is intended not as a "bhield” 

but as part of a single offensive complex. Substantial reductions of nuclear 
armaments are impossible without a full ban on strike space systems. This should be 
realised full well in the United States. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR'S SEMEYKO CRITICIZES U.S. ATTITUDE TOWARD ABM TREATY 
PMO51555 Moscow NEW TIMES in Fnglish No 47, Nov 85 pp 22-2% 


[article by Lev Semeyko: “Unfailingly Observe the Treaty” -- uppercase 
passages published in boldface! 


[Text] Early this year the White House put out a 15-page document on the Strategic 
Defence Initiative, with the President's own signature affixed to the foreword. It 
claims that the programme for the modernization of strategic offensive arms (read: 
rearmament) is designed to enhance deterrence and stability. Only a few days ago 

Pav] Nitze, special areas control adviser to the President and secretary of state, said 
again that the SDI offered “potential bencfit for strategic stability." In other 
words, U.S. leaders believe that strategic stability is to be strengthened primarily 
by building up the U.S.A.'s strategic might -- both offensive and defensive -- by 
ctepping up the arms race and not by putting an end to it. 


This gives a better insight into the U.S. Administration's real attitude towards the 
AR Treaty. It is a fact that the treaty has imposed maximum restrictions on the 

AsM systems of both cides, and this makcs the treaty extremely significant in rein- 
forcing strategic stability and international security. It was rightly pointed out 
that moximum limitation of ABM syst;ms threatens the aggressor with inevitable 
destruction as a result of retaliatory attack. INEVITABLY, MUTUAL ASSURED DZSTRUCTION 
HAS BEFN AND CONTINUES TO BE A BASIC FACTOR CONTRIBUTING TO STRATEGIC STABILITY, though 
this is not the best way of preserving peace. The best method here is a balance of 
confidence, and not a balance of terror. And the U.S.S.R. is urging the U.S. to adopt 
such a balance of confidence. However, RFAI.1TY MUST BE FACED, THE REALITY, THAT 

IS, OF THK EXISTENCE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. SINCE THEY EXIST, NO EFFORT SHOULD BE SPARED 
TO VREVENT THEIR USE, AND RULE OUT ALL POSSIBLE MOTIVES FOR SUCH USE. In other words, 
the purpose is not only to maintain, but also to strengthen strategic stability. 


THE ABM TREATY HELPS MAKE THE STRATEGIC SITUATION MUCH MORE PREDICTABLE. Limiting the 
ABM potentia) of both sides to one ABM complex each, intended to cover only one 
region, makes it unnecessary to engage in a strategic offensive arms race with a view 
to neutralizing an ABM system. In other words, a treaty taking account of the close 
interconnection between offensive and defensive arms makes it possible adequately to 
foresee the development of a strategic situation and thus ensure its stability. The 
partics proceeded precisely from this premise when they laid down in the preamble to 
the treaty that “etfective measurcs to limit anti-ballistic missile systems would be 
a substeatia) factor in curbing the race in strategic offensive arms and would lead 
to a decrease in the risk of outbreak of war involving nuclear weapons." 
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The SDL programme destroys all this. If the “star wars” initiative is realized, it 
would result in an offensive and defensive arms race of unpredictable scale and 
character. Therefore, it would be impossible to foresee the development of the 
strategic situation. No wonder the U.S. Administration has been trying to prove the 
contrary. The White House wants the SDI to appear more attractive from the stand- 
point of stability. In particular, it is claimed that uncertainty in the appraisal 
ot the strategic situation (if the SDI is implemented) would deter either side from 
launching an attack, because its outcome would be unknown. 


This premise is utterly unsound. It is in just such uncertain conditions that hot- 
heads would wish to prove that, in a nuclear game, it is worth staking everything, 
because the Americans, protected by a shield, would, with virtually absolute 
certainty, counter the surviving Soviet missiles. (It would be appropriate to 
mention thar under the terms of the currently effective ABM Treaty such “proof” is 
out of the question. ) 


Another important point. The ABM Treaty reduces the strategic balance analysis first 
and foremost to an analysis of the strategic offensive arms balance (the Soviet approach 
provides for an analysis of the balance of the U.S.S.R."s and the U.S.A.'s strategic 
nuclear potentials.) There is no ABM defence potential capable of protecting the 
respective territories. IT IS PRACTICALLY IMPOSSIBLE TO GRASP THE COMPLEXITIES INVOLVED 
IN A BALANCE OF STRENGTH ANALYSIS, WHEN IT IS NECESSARY TO CALCULATE NOT ONLY OFFENSIVE, 
BUT ALSO DEFENSIVE POTENTIALS, AND ALSO TO TAKE ACCOUNT OF THEIR INTERACTION AND 
INTERDEPENDENCE. Indeed, some people could then become prey to iliusions of superiority 
which mieht prove fatal to humanity. In thiscontext strategic stabililty would be 
reduced virtually to zero. 


Finally, the aspect of disarmament. In the preamble to the treaty the parties agreed 
that the limitation of ABM systems would help create “more favourable conditions for 
further negotiations on limiting strategic arms." The practical experience of Soviet- 
U.S. relations has confirmed this. It became possible to sign the SALT II treaty. 

TODAY IT HAS BECOME POSSIBLE (provided the U.S. displays the political will) RADICALLY 
TO REDUCE THE U.S.S.R.'S and the USA's nuclear potential capable of reaching each other's 
territory. If, of course, the ABM Treaty remains in force and is unfailingly observed. 


It is hardly necessary to prove that such a major reduction of nuclear arms would 
gteatly enhance strategic stability, both its military and political aspects. TODAY 

IT IS VITAL NOT ONLY NOT TO QUESTION THE FUNDAMENTAL IMPROTANCE OF THE ABM TREATY, BUT 
ALSO TO TAKE ALL POSSIBLE MEASURES TO REINFORCE ITS STABILIZING POWERS. The U.S.S.R. 
has sent forth these measures: not to deploy weapons of any type in space, to ban the 
use of military force both in and from space against the earth, to ban and destroy anti- 
satellite weapons, and to ensure international cooperation in peaceful space exploration 
in conditions of its nonmmilitarization. With these measures in force, the concept of 
"star peace," as an essential condition for peace on earth, would be realized. Strategic 
stability would then be radically enhanced. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


U.S. SDI "SHAXPLY' ENHANCES WAK THREAT 
LD262111 Moscow in English to Great Britain and Ireland 2000 GMT 26 Nov 8&5 
[Konstantin Sorokin Commentary | 


[Text | Assessing the results of the Soviet-American summit, the British 
prime minister said the meeting has benefited 71] -- the United States and 
the Soviet Union, the Western alliance and other nations of the planet. 
Indeed, the situation in the world has improved since the Geneva meeting. 

At that meeting, a start was made for the search of ways to better Soviet- 
American relations, relations which to a great extent determine the political 
climate in the world. Yet no practical solutions to the cardinal problems of 
today were found at the meeting and there is a lot of work ahead to fill 
Geneva's impulse with real contents. This fully applies to the problem 

of mutual and general security. Both sides said they do not seek military 
superiority and feel that there wil] be no winners in 4 nuclear war. They 
also called for greater progress at the talks on nuclear and space armaments, 
where the task of preventing an arms race in space and halting the arms race 
on earth should be solved. Further headway to concrete results was blocked by 
major differences on principled issues, first of all the nature and conse- 
quences of the American program known as the Strategic Defense Initiative. 
The American President continued to advertise the SDI as a basis of stability 
and lasting peace in the future. london supported Washington's thesis that 
the program provides for the development of a purely defensive weapon. It is 
claimed that such a weapon won't threaten anyone, but will make nuclear 
weapons impotent and will speed up their destruction and the process of talker. 


Yet such a scheme amounts to indulging in illusions. The key factor it faile 
to mention produces quite a different picture. The complex line of defense in 
space cam.ot be sufficiently reliable or effective. It would be more realis- 
tic to suggest the use of a space antiballistic missile system for unleashing 
a nuclear war by the holder of siuch a shield. In such a case he would 

deliver e nuclear strike first ina bid to destroy a bigger part of the 
retaliation potential of the other side and thus weaken its retaliation. 


There are other factors indicating that space weapons are intended for 
ageression. Having launched the SDI program the United States does not give 
up the military doctrine in favor of using nuclear weapons first. Simul ta- 
neously, it continues work on at least five projects involving the development 
and deployment of offensive nuclear armaments designed to deliver a disarming 
strike. Besides, the Pentagon intends to unite the command of offensive and 
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so-called offensive operations (as heard! in keeping with the concept of a 
nuclear space war. 


It is obvious that the road offered by the United States will sharply enhance 
the threat of war. The Soviet Union proposes a different way. First of all, 
a ban on all space weapons should be agreed upon and measures should be taken 
to prevent an arms race in all directions. The Soviet Union and the United 
States could then work out a mutually acceptable formula for reducing by 50 
percent nuclear weapons capable of reaching each other's territory, and 

then by drawing the other nuclear powers into the process it would be possible 
to make further advances towards radical reductions. This is the only sound 
end realistic program. Yet, of course, the Soviet Union cannot carry it out 
single-handedly. Will Washington cover its part of the road? Will it first 
of all renounce its most perilous logic of Star Wars? All this depends toa 
great extent on the position of the American allies. 


Regrettably, one of them, Britain, has elready agreed to take part in the SD! 
-- which certainly worsens the chances of concrete action on the Geneva agree- 
ments. To promote and even to preserve the Geneva impulse, it is probe dly 
not only the American leaders who should assess their position thoroughly and 
realisticr ly. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARES 


USSR: SDI FOUND ‘INCOMPATIBLE’ WITH WORLD SECURITY 
LDO51503 Moscow World Service in English '4'!0 GMT 5 Dec ®§ 
‘Yuriy Solton commentary | 


{Text} The United States Administration has announced that it will not lower the rates 
of growth of military spending even if it is the only way to reduce the astronomical 
budget deficit. Yuriy Solton comments: 


This fully relates to efforts in the framework of the so-called Strategic Defenm 
Initiative, commonly known as the “star wars” program. There are reports that th« 
Pentagon has even stepped up the implementation of the project. 


General Abrahamson, who is in charge of the program, announced this at a recent 
conference that gathered representatives of the Nefense Department and military corpora- 
tions. The Pentagon, Gen Abrahamson said, is conductin= tests with models imitating 
nuclear missiles. This involves a chemical laser an4 kinetic energy installations. The 
AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOCY magazine says the Energy Department, which conrrols the 
implementation of some secret military programs, ia developing a space-based nuclear 
reactor. This reactor will play the role of major energy source for strike space 
weapons. 


It is noteworthy that certain Washington officials have made an attempt to revise the 
joint statement signed by the Soviet and Amertcan leaders in Geneva. The two sides 
agree, the statement says that the work at the talks on disarmament will be stepped 

up -—- meaning the fulfillment of tasks set in the joint Sovlet-American statement of &th 
January, 1985, that is to preclude an arms build-up in space and to stop it on earth, to 
limit and reduce nuclear weapons, and strengthen strategic stability. As for presiden- 
tial adviser General Edward Rowny, in an interview for the ASSOCTATED PRESS he sald that 
the Soviet Union and the United States would be able to start resolving the problem otf 

a reduction in nuclear arsenals in earnest only when the Soviet side stopped Linking 
such efforts with the renuciation by the United States of the “star wars” program. 


It is no good to hope that in this isewe of principle the Soviet Union will alter its 
stand. The USSR is ready for a radical reduction itn quclear arms with a view to 
gaining the ultimate goal, a total ban on them. [ft suggests to the United States that 
both sides reduce their strategic nuclear forces by one-half. Thies means tho sands of 
nuclear warheads. But such 4 reduction its posst>liec only on the condition of a ban on 


strike space weapons. 








America’s “star wars" program is incompatible with the interests of international 
security. It dooms nations to live for many years to come in the conditions of 
intensified build-up of military potentials and the further aggravation of world ten- 
sions. Its implementation might result in the loss of bases for resolving the problems 
of arms limitation ard reduction and disarmament. The Soviet Union hopes that 
Washington hasn't yt said its last word, that political reason will triumph. Another 
outcome would bitterly disapoint all nations. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARES 


MOSCOW COMMENTS ON U.S. OPPONENTS TO SDI 
Scientists’ Opinion 
LDO3003 2 Moscow TASS in English 2144 GMYT 2 Dec 85 


[Text] Washington 2 December TASS -- “The space defence” system proposed by 
the current Washington administration and broadly known as the “star wars” 
programme may destabilize, the dangerous as it is, international situation, 
bring the world to the verge of a thermonuclear catastrophe. This opinion is 
drawn by the journal AEROSPACE AMERICA, which analyses the opinion of a 
number of leading American scientists and experts about the SDI. 


Even the supporters of the “strategic defence initiative” programme admit, 
the journal points out, that if it is implemented, a number of projects of 
the “star wars” programme, such as the creation of super-powerful lasers, may 
be used not for “defence,” but for launching the first strike against the 
enemy's outer space objects. 


Many specialists in the JSA, the ARROSPACE AMERICA says, are also concerned 
about the wish of the authors of the “star wars” programme to the computerize 
the taking of 2 decision on a start of combat operations. Recalling the 
frequent “false alarms” of the current American early warning system, the 
journal points out that the implementation of the “star wars” plans will 
create a situation in the world under which a malfunction in a microcircuit 
may cause a nuclear catastrophe. 


Military Experts Cited 


PH151545 Moscow SOTSIALISTICHESKAYA INDUSTRIYA in Russian !2 Nov 85 p 5% 


, 


[Tass report: “Contrary to the Treaty”. 


[Text] Washington, 1! Nov -- Prominent military specialists -- 8. MacNamera, 
former U.S. defense secretary, and G. Smith, former head of the U.S. delega- 
tion at the Soviet-U.S. strategic arms limitation talks -- speaking during 

the NBC TV program “Meet the Press,” have condemned the Washington administra- 
tion's notorious “strategic defense initiative” (SDI). They pointed out that 
this program is aimed at upsetting the military equilibrium existing between 
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the two countries and undermining the fundamental Soviet-J.S. agreements in 


the arms limitat‘on sphere. 


If work within the “star wars program framework continues, 8. MacNamara 
stated, the United States will be “stoving toward” creating sozdaniye | te 
potential for delivering the first strike against the USSR. The Soviet 
Union, he noted, will never agree to limit its own strategic armaments if the 
United States is continuing work within the SDI framework. 


If the administration is harboring plans for deploying ABM systems with space 
based elements, he further pointed out, we “are on the path toward renouncing 
the Soviet-U.S. 1972 ABM treaty.” R. MacNamara recalle4 that six former U.S. 
Defense Secretaries had recently made a joint statement urging the U.S. 
Administration to “avoid actions which could undermine the ABM treaty and to 
reach an agreement in Geneva aimed at preventing its erosion.” “Otherwise it 
will be impossible to reach agreement in the arms limitation sphere.” R. 
MacNamara stressed, pointing out that the treaty is the “foundation of the 
offensive arms control process.” 


G. Smith noted in his statement that there are figures in the Reagan adminis- 
tration who pin their hopes on SDI as a means of achieving military super- 
iority over the Soviet Union. Such a position is dangerous. And the USSR's 
concern regarding the “star w Seram is justified, the former head of the 
U.S. delegation at the Soviet-U.s. SALT talks emphasized. 


U.S. Congressman Cited 
LDI811%6 Moscow TASS in Pnaglish (044 G¥T '8 Now 


Text | Chicago 'S November TASS -- The 6th national conference of the nuclear 
weapons freeze campaign ended in Chicago with a mass rally. Addressing the 
really, Edward Markey, a member of the House of Representatives of the U.S. 
Congress, strongly criticized the militearist policy of the administration. 

The U.S. President, he said, has been opposed tc all the arms control accords 
ever made. Wow he has come up with hie “star wars” programme. It is per- 
fectly obvious that the implementation of this programme in parallel with « 
nuclear arms build-up is aimed at preparing nuclear war, the congresamar said. 


/12929 
CSO: 5200/1188 

















SDI AND SPACE ARES 


TASS: SDI COOPFRATION WITH OTHER STATES VIOLATES ACCORDS 
LDO7174!1 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1545 GFT 7 Dec 85 


(“The United States is Violating Existing Accords” -- TASS headline | 


[Text] Moscow, 7 Dec (TASS) -- TASS commentator Andrey Biryukov writes: U.S. Defense 
Secretary Caspar Weinberger, after the signing in London of “The Memorandum on Mutual 
Understanding,” envisaging the participation of Great Britain in the iaplementation 
of the “star wars” program stated the antimissile defense system with space-based ele- 
ments could protect not only the United States, but also Western Europe. 


This statement has drawn the attention of observers not only because it has once sore 
confirmed Washington's intention to carry out plans to wilitarize space, including at 
the expense of liaking up partners of the NATO bloc in this dangerous venture. In 
essence, the Pentagon chief has admitted that U.S. leaders firaly intend to continue 
a course for undermining the 1972 treaty between the USSR and the United States on 
limiting antimissile defense systems, which at that time reflected the understanding 
by both states of the need to repudiate the deployment of any kind of widescale anti- 
missile defense systes. 


As is well know, Article five of this treaty bans the creation, testing, and deploy- 
ment of antimiesile defense systems or compones*s, whether sea-, air-, space- or sobile 
ground-based. Another article says that each .\¢ can deploy an antinaissile defense 
system of only one single area. Finally, Artic’ nine of this treaty has it in black 
and white: “In the aim of ensuring the viabilit, and effectiveness of the present 
treaty, each side binds iteelf not to pass on to other stages and not to site anti- 
miresile defense systems or components limited by the present treaty outside their own 
national territory.” 


The Soviet Union keeps strictly to ite obligations under the antiaiesile defense 
treaty in general and in detail, and rigorously observes the spirit and letter of this 
most important document. But, the United States, in ite aspiration to achieve global 
superiority, tries ever more often and ever sore grossly to bypass or even infringe 
this agreement. Now Washington is openly drawing into ite irresponsible and 
adventuristic policy other states too, promising them, some sort of “space shield” in 
violation of the existing understanding. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR COMMENT ON U.S.-UK MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON SDI 
"Contrary to Interests of Peace’ 
LD061730 Moscow TASS Interna*ional Service in Russian 1627 GMT 6 Dec 85 


[Text | London, 6 Dec (TASS) -- TASS correspondent Nikolay Pakhomov reports: 


The Thatcher government has once again shown itself to be obedient in carrying out 
Washington's will, readily lending its backing to all its most dangerous and adventur- 
istic schemes. A "memorandum of understanding" was signed here today between Britain 
and the United States which provides for Britain's involvement in research work under 
the U.S. “star wars" program. This was announced at a press conference held jointly 
by M. Heseltine, the British defense secretary, and C. Weinberger, the U.S. defense 
secretary, who is on a visit to the British capital. 


Under the document, a special “department for the participation” of Britain in the 
so-called "Strategic Defense Initiative" of the United States is immediately being set 
up at the British military department. Agreement has been reached on the mechanism 
which will regulate the involvement of British firms in research work to create 
{sozdaniye] a large-scale antimissile defense system with space-based elements, and on 
the exchange of relevant information. 


Speaking at the press conference, M. Heseltine said that the UK-U.S. memorandum is in 
agreement with the known accord reached between U.S. President R. Reagan and British 
Prime Minister M. Thatcher during their meeting in Camp David last December. He also 

asserted that the research work within the framework cf SDI “does not go counter to” 
the 1972 Soviet-U.S. treaty on limiting ABM systems. At the same time, M. Heseltine 
glossed over in silence the fact that the testing and deployment [razvertyvaniye] of a 
space ABM system that will inevitably follow such "research" will be a crude violation 


of the provisions of that treaty. 


In turn, C. Weinberger repeated the Pentagon's mendacious allegations about the 
"defensive" nature of the "star wars" program by means of which Washington is 
counting on becoming able to deal a first nuclear strike against the USSR with 

impunity. The Pentagon chief expressed “satisfaction” at the signing of the memorandum 
noting that this fact was still further evidence of the existence of so-called 

"special relations" between the United States and Britain. And true it is: London has 
become the first of the Western European allies of the United States to give in to 
Washington's pressure and give official agreement to participate in the implementation 
of the most dangerous plans for the militarization of space. 
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Political observers note in this connection that hidden behind Whitehall's declaration 
of its “striving” for a normalization of the situation on the European continent 

is a policy which is contrary to the interests of peace and security. Prior to this, 
official London was the first to embark on the siting of cruise missiles on British 
soil, creating a lethal threat for millions of Britons in the event of a nuclear 
conflict. It is not fortuitous that, when describing such behavior by the Thatcher 
government, representatives of the opposition have repeatedly compared it with an 
“eager poodle.” 


In signing the memorandum with the United States, the Tories were circumventing 
parliament in view of the wide opposition to Britain's ¢rticipation in the imple- 
mentation of Washington's designs, on the part of British public and many politicians. 
In this connection N. Kinnock, the leader of the Labor Party, accused the M. Thatcher 
cabinet of giving in to pressure by the United States “with grovelling haste" and of 
not even considering it necessary to submit a draft of the memorandum for dis- 
cussion by Great Britain's supreme legislative body. D. Healey, a member of the 
Labor “shadow cabinet,” stressed that the “star wars" program, in whose realization 
the government of the Conservatives has decided to take part, is "a threat to peace 
throughout the world and the main obstacle along the road to disarmament.” 


‘Cancer Virus’ 
LDO72053 Moscow TASS in English 1816 GMT 7 Dec 85 


Text | Moscow, © December TASS 'dateline as received | -- TASS news analyst 
Leonid Ponomarev writes: 


A “memorandum of understanding" with the United States has been signed in London today. 
Tt envisages Britain's participation tn research under the U.S. “star wars” programme 
which ts called “Strategic Defence Initfative" (SDI). This was announced at a press 
conference which was held there jointly by British Defence Secretary Michael 


Heseltine and |.5. Secretary of Defence Caspar Weinberger who is visiting in Britain. 
The Tory Covernment has gone to this step in defiance of serious protests by the public 
at large ind ww sectentists of their own country as well as by those in the whole of 
Western Europe. Putctag it in medical terms, The Washington administration will 
undoubtedly use London's consent to cooperate in the space militarisation field 

mainly for the purpose of injecting the “cancer virus" of the SDI into the organism 

of the entire Western Europe. 


This deciston ts quite unpopular, to Britain itself, in the first place, since it is 
connected with measures Lo transfer to outer space the race of arms, including nuclear, 
“exotic” and any other futuristic weapons of destruction, and net with a search 


for ways to remove the nuclear threat. 

On the whole, the tmplementation of SDI projects undermines the very basis for solving 
the task of lLimttine wd reducing arms and achieving disarmament. This is also a 
dangerous step to Srttatin, since participation in the U.S. military space programmes 
will make Britain's security still more fragile. Europe is oversaturated with nuclear 
and conventtonal arms already now and there are endeavours to add space strike weapons 
to that plle of arms. 

The expectations that Sritain's participation in the “star wars" programmes will 

bring stzeable profics to it and will revitalise the country's economy are, without 
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any doubt, illusory, coo. here is hope, ta particular, to get military orders to the 
tune of 1,200-1,500 mt! lion dollars. The estimates made by U.S. specialists show some- 
thing else. Complet: realisation of the SUT will cost the Pentagon approximately 
1,000,000 million dollars. Comparing the above-mentioned figures, it is easy to see 
that Britain will get only crumbs of the pie. And it will not be easy to get them 
either. By now the aumber of U.S. firns participating in SDI-related programmes is 
240 and list will contine= to grow. The true msters of the SDI -- the military- 
industrial complex and the higher echelons of U.S. military production -- are now in 
command in the compeiicive struggle, and not the U.S. Administration which promises 
wonders to London. Consequently, London has no firm guarantees that it will turn to 
advantage SDi-relate orders. 8ut expenditures on new arms by Britain itself will 
undoubtedly grow many times over. 


The U.S. Administration will compel its British partner to purchase U.S. space weapons 
in just the same way as it now induces it to spent huge funds on the purchase of 

U.S. “Trident” nuclear-powered submarines and missiles. But then Britain's economtc 
position ts far from Tine and the prospects do not hold out anything reassuring. 


d tinelly, there is yet another aspect which is the most important one in the Light 
of possible headway in easing East-West tensions. The decision of the Tory Cabinet to 
join in the SDI runs counter to the spirit of the Geneva summit meeting. Virstly, the 
whole world expects that, after Geneva, there will be developments in the direction 
of detente, the relaxation of tension, an atmosphere of trust, and the curbing of the 
aras race. Secondly, during the discussion of the questions of the talks on nuclear 
and space arms by the leaders of the USSR and the USA in Geneva, the sides agreed that 
the work at the talks would be expedited, meaning the accomplishment of the tasks set 
out in the joint Soviet-U.S. statement of January 8, this year, namely: to prevent an 
arms race in outer space and to end it on earth. London approvingly reacted to the 
efforts made in Geneva but nevertheless immediately joined in the U.S. “star wars” 
programme. 


"Flagrant Violation’ 
LDO91934 Moscow TASS in English 1814 GMT 9 Dec 85 
“The Thatcher Government and International Treaties” -- TASS headline | 


‘Text | Moscow, 9 December TASS - By TASS military news analyst Vladimir 
Bogachev. 


Sensing the anti-war sentiment in Britain, officials of the Thatcher Government from 
time to time state their support for the existing Soviet-Amcrican treaties on arms 
limitation and reduction and express their allegiance to the idea ot political and 
military stability in Europe and the world as a whole. However, in practice the 
government of Britain not only unconditionally approves the policy of the ultra right- 
ing quarters in the United States toward undermining agreements with the U.5.5.R., 

it sometimes prods Washington toward violating the provisions of the Strategic Arms 
Limitation Treaty (SALI-2) and the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile 
Systems (ABM Treaty). 


For instance, in keeping with Article 12 of the SALT-2 the sides pledged not to bypass 
the provisions of the treaty through any state or states or in any other way. This 
article is important inasmuch as it prohibits the parties to the treaty from achicving 
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unilateral military advantages by transferring weapon sys 


treaty to its allies. In case the "ceiling" set by the 
ballistic missiles with multiple independently targetab 


} 
st 


is surpassed any of the sides must dismantle and destroy 


excess of the limit of 1,200 units allowed by the terms ot the agreement. It 
prohibited to transfer to the allies any arms that exist in exce it the Li 

instead of destroying them. 

In March 1982 the Government of Britain announced its decision to tit out fou 
submarines with the Trident-2 missiles system with U.S.-Manufactured MIRV's. 

after that Washington said it was ready to sell the missiles to britain on 

terms”, although such nuclear systems are subject to limitation under SALT-2. 
thus, helps Washington to circumvent the provisions of the treaty. The Unite 


evidently thinks it has the "right" not to dismantle its arm: 


international agreements and to hand to its allies the 
limit. At the same time Washington is known to refuse 
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Britain‘s nuclear arms in the overall balance of forces of NATO and the Warsa 
It is clear that such a practice constitutes a flagrant violation of not only 
*?, but also the spirit and the letter of the SALT-2 treaty as a whole. 
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Not so long ago Washington managed to secure Britain's official consent to participate 
in the realization of its plans for developing a large-scale space-based anti-ballist ix 
missile defense. Having signed a corresponding agreement with the United States, the 
British government has demonstrated its readiness to become Washington's accomplice in 
breaching the Soviet-U.S. Agreement on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile 
systems. This agrement, signed in 1972, prohibits the parties to it from transferring 
ABM systems or their components to other states or deploying them outside their 


territories. 


According to press reports, Washington promised to provide its ally not only with 
technical information, but also with individual ABM components in exchange for the 


right to use British scientists and British territory in its preparations for 


"star 


wars”. This is another instance of violation of an arms limitation treaty by the 


United States and Britain. 


The record of the present British Administration in the sphere of arms limitation and 
reduction, its practical decisions on problems of war and peace enable the Thatcher 
government to claim the doubtful laurels of the most loyal follower of Washington's 


aggressive doctrines in Western Europe. 


‘Dangerous New Step' 


0OW110757 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1500 GMT 10 Dec &5 


(From the Novosti Newscast: commentary by Sergey Alekseyev | 


[Text] The world's public assesses the Anglo-U.S. agreement on cooperation in 
realizing the Star Wars program as a new dangerous step on the road to escalating 


the arms race. Here is what our commentator has to say: 


[Alekseyev | 


Hello, 


comrades: 


Since President Reagan made his so-called Strategic Defense Initiative program public 
in the spring of 1983, UK Prime Minister Thatcher has become probably the most active 
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supporter of this program among the NATO allies of the United States. Officially 
only doubts of the British Government as to the material benefits to the United 


Kingdom of participation in SDI hindered its decision to join the proeram. ow this 
obstacle has been removed. Judging by everything, the U.K. prime min ster promised 
big profits to her financiers, industrialists, and scientists. As 4 satter of fact, 


the cost of implementing this program is estimated to be $26 billion. 


U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger also hastened to placate the British. At the 
document signing ceremony in London he declared -- and I cite: Soon Great Britain will 
receive considerable rewards, that now many British companies can expect profitable 
contracts with their U.S. partners. A British journalist, commenting on the ceremony, 
noted with some justification that it looked like a scene from school life. The pupil! 
had pleased his master and now he was receiving pats on his back. Unfortunately, and 
primarily for the British people, similar scenes can be used to illustrate more than 
just the present crucial decision of London. The desire to be the first to demonstrate 
at any cost its support for the actions of official Washington regardless of how 
questionable they appear to be to the rest of the world, has practically become a 
distinctive feature of the British Conservative Government's foreign policy line. 

For example, look at this relations with the apartheid regime in the Republic of South 
Africa, the recent joint explosion of a nuclear device in the State of Nevada, and the 
decision to follow the United States in withdrawing from UNESCO. And now through the 
efforts of its leadership, the United Kingdom has become the first country in the 
world to officially agree to participate with the United States in the “star wars.’ 
This kind of obedience is dangerous, dangerous for Britain itself, and for the cause 
of peace in general. 


‘Words Do Not Correspond to Actions’ 
PM101435 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 10 Dec 85 First Edition p 5 


[A. Maslennikov: "A New and Dangerous Step” | 


[Text] The British Government has taken a new, extremely dangerous step along the 
path of stepping up the arms race. At a hastily convenedceremony in London, the U.S. 
and British defense ministers put their signatures to an Anglo-American agreement on 
cooperation in the development [razrabotka] of the research part of the "star wars” 
program. 


The agreement (its specific contents are being kept secret) formulates the general 

rules by which British industrial companies, universities, and research institutes 

must be guided when concluding contracts with the American Administration on the 
so-called "Strategic Defense Initiative” (SDI). A special directorate is being set up 
in the British military department for the purpose of coordinating these contacts. 

The British Government is thereby officially placing the scientific establishments and 
industrial potential of tts country at the service of American plans to militarize outer 
space. 


Commenting on the situation in which the signing of the agreement took place, British 
political observers note that it was signed only several hours after the cowpletton 

of the many months of negotiations between representatives of the two countries in 
Washington. This haste was caused by the Thatcher government's wish to please itr 
senior partner at all costs and, at the same time, to “set an cxample" to the other U.S. 
allies in the NATO bloc. As yet they are in no hurry to enter into these militarist 
plans. 
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Commentators here note that, in signing the agreement, U.S. Secretary of Defens: ; 
Weinberger refused to make any pledge with regard to placing at the disposal of tlh 


British side new scientific and technical discoveries which may be made in the cours: 
of implementing the aforementioned program. Speaking after the signing of the agre: 
ment, he said that the fulfillment of future contracts will be subject to U.S. legis- 


lation relating to the export of technology. 





N. Kinnock, leader of the Labor Party, described the signed agreement as a “dangerou: 


and destabilizing step" totally at variance with the spirit of Geneva. He recalled that, 
under U.S. pressure, the British Government had just announced its withdrawal from 
UNESCO. 

Having taken a dangerous step in the direction of “star wars," the British Covernment 
has virtually acknowledgai that its words on slackening the arms race and reducing 


nuclear arsenals in Europe do not correspond to its practical actions. And these actions 
are by no means in the interests of Europe, or of Britain itsel/. 


Shultz Visit 


LD101748 Moscow TASS in English 1714 GMT 10 Dec &5 


[Text] London, December 10 TASS -- Talks have opened here today between Sritish Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher and U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz, who arrived on 
a one-day visit in London. 


As is pointed out in the statement issued by the prime minister's office, much atten- 
tion at the talks was devoted to East-West relations in the light o! the Soviet- 
American summit meeting in Geneva, the situation in the field of arms contro}l. 


Yet, as observers note, the main subject on the agenda of the consultations was the 
so-called "Strategic Defence Initiative”. 


It is pointed out here that Shultz came to London only a few days after the Sritish 
Conservative Governmen: signed with the Washington Administration a memorandum on 
mutual understanding providing for Britain's participation in research work under the 
"star wars" programme. Observers point out in this connection that the U.S. secretary 
of state intends to use the signing of the memorandum for bringing additional pressure 
to bear on the other West European countries with the aim of making them tollow 
London's example and also join in the implementation of the Strategic Defence 
Initiative. 


/12929 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR*S BORIN ON UK CONSERVATIVES’ PRO-U.S., SDI STANCE 
LD050158 Moscow in English to Great Britain and Ireland 2000 GMT 4 Dec &5 
(Commentary by Nikolay Borin! 


[Text] American Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger, summarizing the outcome of the 
recent NATO session in Brussels, said that so far Britain alone had expressed willing- 
ness to participate in the United States plans for militarizing outer space. Nikolay 
Sorin comments. 


The sympathy displayed for the "star wars" program by official London gave rise to no 
surprises after its enthusiasm over the idea of deploying American missiles in Europe 
manifested 2 years ago. After all, the Tory leaders, at their party convention, 
openly announced that theirs was a pro-American party. Therefore, it's not surprising 
that, being in sympathy with Washington's position, the British Government forgets 
about the interests of ordinary Britons. People and their place of abode in Britain 
today may be different but everywhere they come across the same problems -- unemploy- 
ment, low educational level, poor health, privations, and crime. Such was the main 
conclusion made by Archbishop Ramsey, who accused the government of lacking compassion 
for the plight of the growing ranks of needy people. 


While the British public extensively discussed Archbishop Ramsey's report on the 
continent in Burssels the British delegation advocated another costly channel for the 
arms race in outer space, undertook to build shelters for American troops in the ad- 
vent of war, and endorsed colossal expenditures connected with stockpiling all kinds 
of weaponry in Western Europe. It did so with zeal, setting great hopes on special 
relations with the United States. In the meantime, those who proclaim their party 
pro-American should better study the American experience more closely, 


William Gray, a member of the House of Representatives, said recently that growing 
defense spending swallowed jobs all over America, American labor unions, usually 
loyal to the government, have stated in their resolutions that the Reagan administra- 
tion allocated fabulous sums of money for weapons and sharply reduced funds for social 
needs. What suffered mostly was health service and social insurance. 


Even a new phenomenon has emerged in America, hunger on a mass scale. Such is the 
path of privations and sacrifices leading to "star wars" and to the programs for 
accelerated militarization in the United States. For Britain, however, it would be 
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simply catastrophic to join these projects, considering the fact that Britain's cur- 
rent military spending has absorbed hospital beds, pensions, reliefs, and jobs and 

led to wide outflow of capital and brain power needed for production growth in Britain 
itself. 


Nevertheless, the outcome of NATO's session in Burssels confirm the pro-American 
stance taken by the Tories. If affection is capable of ignoring shortcomings, the 
bitter fruit of reality often leads to a sobering, though sometimes belated [sentence 
as heard]. This is what the Tories’ Atlantic love might result in. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR: BUSINESSMEN ‘BAFFLED’ BY REAGAN PLAN TO SHARE SDI 
LDO31802 Moscow in English to North America 000! GMT % Dec & 


[Unattributed commentary | 


[Text] Top business executives and Pentagon officials are said to be baffled by the 
Reagan administration's promises to share space weapons technology with the Soviet Union 
as part of the scheme to gradually shift the reliance from offensive to defensive arms. 
Here are some details: 


Well, at the conference on space technology in Colorado Springs (William Rector), the 
vice president of space systems at the General Dynamics, expressed his surprise in the 


following way: I just don’t understand it, he said. It seems to run counter to every- 
thing else they're doing. It just doesn’t make sense. There's much more to “star 
wars,” or the Strategic Defense Initiative, that doesn't make sense. At his news con- 


fereuce in Geneva, and in the recent address to the Supreme Soviet or parliament, the 
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev made it absolutely clear that if the door to an arms 
race in space was not slammed shut, military competition would acquire dire proportions. 
The arms race cannot be stopped if we add new weapons to the existing ones. The more 

so since the latter are being constantly perfected in terms of accuracy, yields, their 
capabilities to reach targets undetected by enemy air defenses, and so on. 


For business executives, it's inconceivable that technological secrets can be shared 
with a competitor. This is true of any field of competition, military or civilian. 
Stealing secrets from others, or finding more legal ways of using the potential of 
others, yes. But it's never sharing with others. Military contractors who are in for 
windfall profits from "star wars” often say that they don't formulate any policies. 
They claim they act on orders from the government. However, in the case of “star wars,” 
we have a combination of political decisivun tu gain a sizable military advantage over 
the other side and a tremendous pressure from the military-industrial complex. For the 
leading arms manufacturers, the so called Strategic Defense Initiative is not only a 
gold mine, it's also a unique chance to establish themselves for many decades to come 
as a powerful force to be reckoned with by politicians to dissuade whoever makes an 
attempt to at least slow down the arms race and thus hurt their business, and to influ- 
ence the American public and the mass media into accepting Soviet-American rivalry in 
almost each and every area as something inevitable. 


In recent months there have been more meetings of Pentagon officials and top business 
executives involved in “star wars" than at any other time in the past. There have been 
more news conferences and interviews with the press than during the same period last 
year. The thrust of this campaign -- call it public relations, propaganda, or what- 
ever -- is to convince that in the case of “star wars" military superiority goes hand 
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in hand with prestige, national pride, and honor. in other words, powerful forces are 
at play to keep “star wars” well lubricated and going. For them, political responsi 
bility is a hollow sound. For them, the Ceneva swamit with its clear undertaking bs 
both sides mot to seek unilateral advantages is a brief political honeymoon of Littl: 
practical value. When business executives are pressed by reporters about what's bad 
about sharing defensive technologies with others, they reply that individual components 
of the system can be turned into devastating offensive weapons to assist a nuclear 
first strike. 


It looks like the spirit of Geneva and “star wars” are incompatible. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


U.S. ARMS FIRMS PREFER PROFITS TO PEACE 
LD301148 Moscow TASS in English 1124 GMT 30 Nov 85 


[Text ] Moscow 50 November TASS -- TASS political news analyst Yuriy Kornilov 
writes: 


The gore strongly and resolutely international public criticizes Washington's 
so-called "strategic defence initiative,” whose implementation could play 
havoc with the present-day strategic balance, the more fiercely the U.S. 
military-industrial complex opposes the demands for non-militarization of 
outer space. What are the strongholds, in which the most zealous supporters 
of “star wars” have entrenched themselves? 


In the USA, where militarism has become some kind of a foundation for both 
foreign policy and the economy, the world’s biggest arms manufacturing 
industry has been created. The Pentagon's orders are implemented by %0 ,000 
main contractors and more than 50,000 subcontractors. The main weapons 
systems and military equipment are manufactured by roughly 150 state-owned 
mills and nearly 4,000 big plants of private firms. According to the NEW YORK 
TIMES press service, the Pentagcn has now concluded more than fifteen hundred 
contracts in connection with the implementation of the SDI, more than 60 
percent of these contracts being implemented by ten biggest military-indus- 
trial corporations, which are some kind of a “nucleus” of the U.S. war 
industry. 


They are above all six Californian military-industrial giants, which, as is 
well known, have played a very important role in promoting many top figures 
of the current Republican administration to Washington's political olympus. 
Among them are such giants of the arms manufacturing business as the “Lock- 
heed,” “Rockwell International” and "McDonnell-Douglas.” Along with Cali- 
fornia’s arms manufacturing tycoons taking an active part in the preparations 
for the “star wars” are such corporations as the “Boeing” and "Martin- 
Marietta,” Ford Airspace” and “General Motors,” “General Research” and “BDM". 


The aggregate profit of the ten leading American arms manufacturing companies 
have increased 2.5 times over during the past five years. Hardly has Washing- 
ton announced its outer space militarization programme, as the BUSINESS WEEK 
said that the rate of shares of the “Lockheed” jumped ty eleven points in the 
stock market, of "Martin-Marietta” -- by eight points and "McDonald Douglas” 
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-- by seven points. In '984 alone, California's military-industrial corpore- 
tions secured orders worth 28.5 billion dollars, which is 11.2 billion 
dollars up on the figure of '98'. ‘Not surprisingly, every prospect of a 
lessening of tensions causes a real panic among the American arms manufac- 
turers. The military contractors are alarmed over the possible consequences 
of arms control, since talks between the superpowers may deprive them of 
lucrative contracts, the WASHINGTON POST wrote on the day when the Soviet- 
American summit meeting in Geneva opened. 


The military-industrial corporations engaged in the implementation of the SDI 
are most closely linked with official Washington, the congress and the 
Pentagon brass hats. As is pointed out in a report issued in Washington by 
the public organization centre on budget and policy priorities, eighteen of 
the Pentagon's biggest contractors alone participating in the programme for 
the production of intercontinental ballistic missiles MX and development of 
“star wars” weapons have invested over the past two years 2.% billion dollars 
into the election campaign of influential congressmen. “Lockheed” alone 
increased over the past four years its “contributions” to the election funds 
of the political parties by 525 percent. The boards of the companies can be 
viewed as offices sectors of the Defence Department, or, if one looks at it 
from another angle, the Defence Department can be viewed as a special office 
of the board of the major corporations, American publicist F. Landberg points 
out. 


“There are quite a few people in the Pentagon, the militery-industria! 
complex and the government who have to choose between peace, on the one hand, 
and profits, on the other, Gus Hall, the American Communist leader points out 
in the bulletin INFORMATION. And they will further choose profits, even if 
this @eans spreading the arms race into outer space and an escalation of the 
threat of nuclear destructio. This is in fact happening nowadays... 
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SDI AND SPACE ARES 


TASS COMMENT ON CONTINUED U.S. DEVELOPMENT OF SDI 
DOD Announces Contract 
LDO40151 Moscow TASS in English 2124 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] Washington 3 December TASS -- The U.S. Department of Defence announced 
that in the framework of the work for the implementation of the “Strategic 
Defence Initiative” of President Reagan, it granted to the “McDonnell Douglas 
Astronautics” company a contract for the develcpment, creation and testing of 
the new type of space arms, a missile interceptor. These are ground-launched 
missiles with non-nuclear charges meant for | itting warheads of tallistic 
missiles in the upper sections of the atmosphere at the altitude of up to 90 
kilometers. The ASSOCIATED PRESS reports tha’ the value of the new programme 
might surpass 400 million dollars. 


Self-interest Prevsils 
LDO41831 Moscow TASS in English 1807 GMT 4 Dec 85 
[Text | Moscow 4 November TASS -- TASS news analyst Vasiliy Kharkov writes: 


Elemente of space strike systems as part of a single offensive complex are 
being developed in the USA. Besides the Pentagon, other U.S. departments 
join in the implementation of the programme of “star wars.” For instance, 
the U.S. Department of Energy, which is in charge of some secret military 
projects is speeding up the development of a space-based nuclear reactor. 
That reactor is being assigned the role of the main source of energy space 
strike arms created in the framework of the implementation of the President's 
“strategic defence initiative.” 


Reporting this, the AVIATION WEEK AND SPACE TECHNOLOGY journal close to the 
military circles writes that the Department of Energy jointly with the 
Pentagon is looking for a suitable contractor to build the prototype of such 
a reactor. 


A major war industry corporation "McDonnell Douglas Astronautics” has been 
involved in the material preparation for “star wars.” It has secured an 
order to the development, creation and testing of a new space missile inter- 
ceptor. 
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Large U.S. concerns regard the SDI as a boon. The electronic industry 
association of the USA considering the possibilities of the implementation of 
the programme of “star wars’ recently estimated that the expenditures for that 


lay 


programme might reach nearly “O billion dollars by the early nineties. 


According to U.S. information, in the past two years, over 95 percent out of 
the 1,400 million dollars meant for the payments on the contracts fulfilled 
in the framework of the SDI programme went to ten major military contractors, 
with “Boeing” topping the list and being followed by “Lockheed” and the same 
“McDonnell Douglas” It is characteristic that *he same concerns mainly act 
as contractors under the Pentagon's contracts for the construction of MX 


intercontinental missiles, B-'! bombers, cruise missiles. 


The SDI has not created a new military-industrial complex. It went to the 
old one, notea the British NEW STATESMAN magazine. According to the maga- 
zine's estimate, some 95 contracts for the creation of space strike systems 
have been placed in five U.S. states, the biggest number of them going to 
California. 


At the USSR-U.S. Geneva summit it was clearly stated to the U.S. side that a 
radical reduction in nuclear arms is impossible without closing firmly the 
door through which weapons could reach outer space. ®8ut groundless illusions 
to get militery superiority through the SDI, self-seeking calculations of the 
military-industrial complex evidently prevail over common sense in Washington. 


"Speeding Up’ Space-Based Reactor 
LD041445 Moscow TASS in English 0852 GMT 4 jec & 


Text | New York 4 December TASS -- The U.S. Department of Energy, which has a 
number of secret military programmes under its authority, is speeding up the 
development of a space-based nuclear reactor which is assigned the role of 
the main source of power for space strike weapons being created by WASHINGTON 
within the framework of the “star wars” programme. AVIATION WEEK AND SPACE 
TECHNOLOGY journal which is close to military circles reports that the 
department is planning to choose a contractor soon for the designing and 
construction of a prototype of such nuclear reactor. The programme the cost 
of which is estimated at 500 million dollars is being implemented by the 
department jointly with the Pentagon and the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration and is to be completed by the year 199!. 


Undersecretary Ikle Cited 
LDO40952 Moscow TASS in English 084! GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text | Washington 4 December TASS -- The Reagan administration does not 
intend to curtail the “star wars” program. This was again stated m Tuesday 
by Fred Ikle, U.S. under-secretary of defence. Speaking at 4 seminar held 
here by the conservative American Defence institute which advocates the 
pursuance of a position-of-strength policy, he maintained that the implementa- 
tion of the plan to create a large-scale anti-missile system with space-based 
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elements would ostensibly make the world more secure. However, as was shown 
by his further pronouncements, the goals of the U.S. Administration will be 


diametrically opposite. 


Ikle did not conceal, in particular, that the United 


States intends to continue to build up its strategic offensive forces. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


SOVIFT COMMENT ON FRG DEBATF OVER SDI PARTICIPATION 
“Camouflaging U.S. Intentions’ 


1.D060059 Moscow TASS in English 1802 GMT 5 Dec 85 


- 
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“Text | Moscow, December 5 TASS -- TASS news analyst Leonid Ponomarev writer: 


Volker Ruehe, deputy head of the CDU/CSU [Christian Democratic Union/Christian Social 
Union] group in Bundestag, is strongly advocating West Germany's participation in the 
U.S. “Strategic Defense Initiative" (SDI) program, i.e. in “star wars". 


Speaking last Wednesday in Bonn at a session of the Konrad Adenaver fund for political 
education, Ruehe insisted that West Germany's participation in the militarization of 
space was “politically necessary" and “was in line with the interests of the consoli- 
dation of the security of the West". In his opinion, the SD] is the best way to 
achieve it. 


The impression is that West German advocates of “star wars" have just returned to the 
earth from some far-away planet and have heard nothing about the results of the 
November Soviet-American summit meeting in Geneva. Without thinking twice, the “star 
warriors" trom CDU/CSU repeat word for word the American arguments in favour of the 
SDI in order to camouflage the U.S.A.'s intention to extent the arms race into outer 
space and to secure for itsclf military superiority over the USSR. This stand 
undoubtedly runs counter to the efforts exerted in Geneva in search for mutually 
acceptable solutions on radical reductions of nuclear armaments on condition that the 
development of space strike weapons be banned. The matter at issue is prevention 
of the militarization of space and reductions of nuclear weapons, in their inter- 
relationship, and this problem is the central one in the sphere of security. 


When justifying the U.S. “star wars" program, CDU/CSU politicians and other advocates 
of the use of space for military purposes continually refer to some imperative needs 
of “Western security". However, the East is no less interested in its own security 
than the West. So, it is quite natural that the starting point should be the 
equality of the sides and equa] security for them. This is exactly the stand of the 
Soviet Union. The overriding idea of its position at the Geneva meeting and its 
foreign policy in general is that in a nuclear age there is no reasonable altern- 
ative to peaceful coexistence of states with different social systems, nor can there 


be any. 
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Analyzing in detail the SDI program, the West German magazine "DER DPIEGEL" stressed 
that it is the brainchild of the U.S. military industrial complex, that it is geared 

to meeting the needs of the Pentagon. The magazine recalls that in many American 
universities scientists refuse to take part in the development of space weapons and 
that thousands of them have already included their names in the lists of those who 
protest against the SDI. A broad campaign of protests against the “star wars" program 
has been launched in West Germany as well. 


Naturally, the drawing of West Germany into the implementation of the U.S. military- 
space plan would invariably make it an accomplice in the creation of a new class of 
weapons intended to ensure for the U.S. a possibility to deliver the first nuclear 
strike from behind a space “shield”. This is the true purpose of the "star wars" 
program, which is absolutely incompatible with the interests of the security of 
peoples. And it is obvious that those who advocate such wars doom the world to an 
irreversible nuclear and space confrontation and want to reduce to naught the 
meaning of the Geneva meeting. 


Weinberger's Visit to FRG 


LD051855 Moscow Domestic Service in Russiar 1600 GMT 5 Dec 85 
r . . 7 } a 7 7 
_Political Observer Aleksandr Zholkver commentary 


[Text] U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger arrived in Bonn today. The officially 
announced aim of the Pentagon chief's arrival is to participate in the traditional] 
roundtable discussion organized by the Christian Democratic Foundation for political 
education. However, the real reasons for the current visit to the FRC by the head 

of the U.S. military agency have nothing in common with political study. It is a 
matter not at all of theoretical, but of quite practical plans for even closer involve- 
ment of West Europe in U.S. military programs, tirst and foremost in the production 
of space weapons. These plans were discussed at the NATO Military Planning Committee 
session that has just been held in Brussels. It became clear that the governments 

of a number of countries, for example, Greece, Denmark and Netherlands, are very wary 
of any kind of pians for further stockpiling of weapons, especially after the Geneva 
meeting which, it would seem, opened up a path toward positive changes in the political 
climate in the world. 


However, by all accounts, Bonn takes up a different position on these questions. It i 
declaring readiness to join in the American " 
even the initiator of the creation of some kin 
strategic initiative. 


tar wars plans. What is more, Bonn is 


of West European variant of Washington's 


Incidentally, the latest issue of the Hamburg journal SPIECEL quotes notable facts 
about who in the FRG is behind all this activity -- major firms in the FRG, above al! 
the Bavarian aviation firm Messerschmitt-Boelkow-Blohm. It has already received an 
advance of FM25 million for the development of laser weapons. And now they say that 
several hundreds of millions will be needed for serial production. It is for these 
enormous profits that the “star wars" plans are being speeded up. 


Mearwhile, quite a few voices warning about the dangers connected with this are being 
heard in the FRG. The Social Democratic group has submitted a bill in parliament 
calling for refusal to support the U.S. military space programs. Bundestag deputies 
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who are in our country on an official visit to our country also spoke to me about this. 
During the conversation between Andrey Gromyko and the FRG parliamentarians a 
principled assessment was made of the U.S. "star wars" program as incompatible with 

the interests of other states’ security. Involvement by the FRG in this program would 
make it an accomplice in the creation of a new class of weapons with all the con- 
sequences deriving from this. One would wish to hope that Bonn will assess the situa- 
tion which has arisen and adopt a position corresponding to the interests of peace. 


FRG Bundestag Discussion 


LP100048 Moscow TASS in English 2044 GMT 9 Dec &5 


[Text] Bonn, December 9 TASS -- TASS correspondent Viadimir Serov reporting. The 
idea that the realization of the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative will 
destabilize the situation in the world and undermine efforts to curb the arms race 
has become the dominant and recurrent theme in the speeches delivered in the West 
German Bundestag which began two-day public hearings on the issue of West Germany's 
participation in the realization of the American “star wars" plans. The hearings 
Started here today. ‘the speakers who appeared before the Bundestag Commissions 

on Foreign Affairs and defense included scicntists, members of the general public 
and of the business community. 


The speakers stressed that the SDI program in actual fact was not a defensive, but 
an offensive one and that its realization would breach the Soviet-American treaty 

on the limitation of anti-ballistic missiles systems, start a new round of the arms 
race both in space and on earth. Many speakers voiced extreme concern over the 
possible dangerous consequences of West Germany's participation in carrying out 
"star wars" plans. For instance, Professor H. Fischer from Bohum stressed that 

the participation of West Germany and other Evropean NATO countries in the SDI 

would constitute the violation of the article of the Soviet-American ABM Treaty which 
prohibited the parties to it to transfer ARM technology to third countries. Social 
scientist G. Brauch described the SDI program as "unrealistic" and said it was 

not to be trusted. G. Duerr, a physicist from Munich, evaluated the SDI program as 


“utopia”. 
Congressional Findings Published 


LDO518%5 Moscow TASS in English 1806 GMT 5 Dec 85 


[Text] Washington, December 5 TASS -- A collection of documents and materials on 
hearines held at a subcommittee of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs last spring 
into implications of President Reagan's Strategic Defence Initiative and U.S. policy in 
the fieldof anti-satellite weapons has been published at U.S. congress. 


Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs Dante bk. Fascell, in a statement on 
the occasion, stressed the importance of che conclusion drawn during the hearings that 
the ABM Treaty serves as a foundation in the efforts to prevent an arms race in 
defensive systems and a buildup of offensive strategic weapons. However, the committee 
chairman pointed out, attempts are being made in the United States to weaken the 
accord with a view to implementing the "star wars" programme, 


(fhe hearings revealed the Pentagon's intention to circumvent the treaty-stipulated 
ban on the testing of ABM system components by alleging that SDI provides only for the 
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testing of subcomponents of such a system. Such attempts against the letter and spirit 
the ABM Treaty do not help preserve the agreement, but, on the contrary, undermine 


e 
of 
it 


Fascell stressed that 33 billion dollars are planned to be spent in the next six years on 


SDI research alone, while the deployment of the system is estimated at trillions of dol- 


lars. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


NATO DEPUTY CHIEF SEES SDI ENDANGERING ‘FLEXIBLE RESPONSE’ 
Bonn GENERAL ANZEIGER in German 22 Oct 85 p 2 


[Article by Ekkehard Kohrs: "SDI, Moral Condemnation of the Current Strategy?; 
Skepticism Developing Among High German NATO Officers on the Topic of Space 
Defense" |} 


[Text] Mons--While politicians of all parties in Bonn comment almost daily 
hastily or guardedly, enthusiastically or negatively on the U.S. SDI, the pros 
and cons of a skeleton agreement with the United States run right through the 
middle of the coalition, Chancellor Kohl, starting tomorrow, discusses the 
problems in Washington, and there is much talk about EVI (European Defense 
Initiative) and ABM, the experts who conceivably will have to deal some day 
with the military consequences of the space project are surprisingly restrained. 
In the absence of concrete clues, a military assessment of the situation is not 
yet possible at this time. But among high German NATO officers skepticism is 
noticeable when SDI is the topic. 


The much discussed question whether the United States is well on its way, for 
example, towards breaking the ABM treaty, which prohibits development, testing 
and installation of missile defense systems is not one of the priority questions 
at NATO headquarters in Mons near Brussels. Although this topic is discussed 
just as the conceivable SDI supplement for defense against cruise missiles and 
short-range missiles as part of a European Defense Initiative (EVI), the military 
assessment of the German NATO leadership starts out without change from the 
traditional, from the actual condition. 


It is called "flexible response" and is the unchanged current NATO strategy 
based on the three types of reaction, of direct defense, premeditated escalation 
and nuclear reaction based on conventional armed forces, nuclear medium and 
short-range weapons as well as nuclear-strategic missiles of the United States. 
This strategy of flexible reaction--in that respect Deputy NATO Supreme 
Commander Hans-Joachim Mack leaves no doubt in conversation--will undoubtedly 
exist until the turn of the century. 


Since April of last year, the four-star general is in Mons successor to Gen 
Guenter Kiessling and, according to his own statement, in contrast to his prede- 
cessor has no problems with General Rogers, the NATO supreme commander. Also in 
the entourage of Bonn's permanent representative with NATO the validity of the 
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present deterrence is pointed out. Irrespective ot SDI rcsearch and possible 
military applications, therefore strengthening of the conventional armed forces 
is said to be necessary, which within the framework ot the forward defense and 
in view of the allied ratio of forces always signifies strengthening of the army 
of the Bundeswehr. 


The moral postulate of President Ronald Reagan of preventing wars in the future 
owing to SDI by means other than the destruction of the attacker on the ground 
and a drawing-away from nuclear weapons connected therewith could, the NATO 
officers fear, lead to moral condemnation of the current strategy, which is 
based without change on nuclear deterrence as a mainstay. General Mack perceives 
the danger that thus the credibility of the flexible response could be under- 
mined. This would be dangerous for the fact alone that as yet nobody can say 
the kind of “fantastic defense system" that will exist perhaps 20 years hence. 


In the opinion of the highest German NATO soldier, SDI, which wants to defend 
with the latest nonnuclear technology such as laser-beam, particle and microwave 
weapons against Soviet ballistic missiles in space, must not lead to a “divided 
risk" in the Western alliance. Mack: "We must always keep the strategic unity 
of the area as focal point.” 


The immense sums of money which SDI consumes also encounter skepticism. Here 
the Rogers deputy points out the necessary improvement of the conventional de- 
fense which must not be permitted to suffer under SDI's consumption of billions. 
This includes elimination of logistic gaps. Thus the demanded stockpiling of 
ammunition for 30 days has not yet been achieved. A principal worry in the 
alliance remain the consequences of the sudden drop in the birthrate. The ex- 
tension of the German compulsory military service was recorded with a sense of 
relief in Brussels. 


General Mack also wants to see attention paid to the question of a tactical 
defensive system against medium and short-range missiles as well as cruise 
missiles, because Europe is not threatened by the Soviet long-range systems. 
Here, too, he does not want to expose himself too much. In Mons the sentence is 
often heard that no detailed contributions can as yet be made to the discussion 
because it is simply unknown what will come of SDI. However, the military are 
opposed to self-exclusion from the SDI program from the start. But no 
enthusiasm is perceived. Different from some politicians, soldiers simply hold 
on to what they have. 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


FRG'S GENSCHER FAVORS DISCUSSING SDI AT NATO MEETING 


LD121239 Hamburg DPA in German 1130 GMT 12 Dec 85 


[Text] Bonn, 12 Dec (DPA) -- Hans-Dietrich Genscher, federal foreign minister, nas 
declared that he tavors discussing the consequences of the U.S. research program for a 
space-based missile defense system at the conference of NATO foreign ministers in 
Brussels. in an interview with the Southwest German Radio today, Genscher said that a 
discussion must begin within NATO on what possible effects SDI can have on the cchesion 
ot the alliance, on the security of the Europeans, and on the strategic stability 
between West and East. There were still many open questions, chances as well as risks, 
and the most careful evaluations were necessary to preserve the strategy of preventing 
war at all costs. No development should be allowed to occur by which a war, nuclear or 
mnventional, could be possible again, rather, the prevention of war must remain the 


In connection with the Federal Government's SDI decision, which is due next week, 
Genscher affirmed that there could be no talk of state participation by the Federal! 
Government in the program. This was a question of an American program on the basis of 
in American decision. All that was to be decided in Bonn was the open question as to 
whether the available conditions relating to the transfer ot technology .nd the protec- 
tion of patents and secrets were suificient to secure appropriate conditions tor 
participation ot German tirms. 
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FRG'S DIE WELT SAYS GOVERNMENT FAVORS SDI PARTICIPATION 
DIE WELT Article 


DWO91200 Bonn DIE WELT in German 9 Dec 85 p 1 


[Report by "MS/DW": "SDI Agreement in Spring: Chancellor Kohl Paves the Way"] 


[Excerpts] Bonn -- In its 18 December session the federal cabinet will decide on 
German participation in the U.S. SDI research program. According to DIE WELT's in- 
formation, a government delegation, which is expected to be headed by an Economics 
Ministry official, will work out the details with the U.S. Government in the interest 
of German firms, so that an agreement will be completed in the spring of 1986 at the 
latest. 


Yesterday, it was said in the chancellery that there is no question that the cabinet 
will follow Chancellor Kohl's recommendation and formally decide on German participa- 
tion in SDI. The chancellor has paved the way through his statement that he con- 
siders the research program politically necessary and morally justified. 


Decision Expected ‘Next Week’ 
DW100855 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 1900 GMT 9 Dec 85 


[Text] The benefits of German participation in the U.S. SDI project were discussed 
during a hearing in Bonn today of experts by parliamentary committees. Opinions were 
divided. Many experts advocated the view that implementation of U.S. weapons plans for 
space will not produce any additional protection tor Europeans. Others emphasized, 

in contrast, that participation is indispensable, if only to stay abreast of techno- 
logical progress. 


Quarters in Bonn said today that the Federal Government probably will decide in the 
middle of next week on opening negotiations with the United States on German coopera- 
tion in the SDI progran. 
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FRG'S RUEHE STATEMENT ON SDI LEADS TO ‘PARTY CLASHES’ 
Report on Ruehe Statement 
LDO80845 Hamburg DPA in German 0805 GMT 8 Dec 85 


[Fxcerpt] Hamburg, 8 Dec (DPA) -- The deputy chairman of the CDU/CSU Bundestag group, 
Volker Kuehe, has announced that there will be an exchange of letters between the 
pnoveroments in Boun and Washington in the spring of 1986 regulating German participa- 
tion in American plans for space-based missile defence (SDI). 


In an interview with the Cologne's EXPRESS (Monday edition), Ruehe said that by spring 
all the questions, such as price regulation and the utilization and exchange of infor- 
mation on technology, would be clarified. The fundamental decision by the Bonn 
coalition of the CDU/CSU and the FDP had in any case been made long ago. The SD! 
research program was justified and politically neccessary. 


CDU Deputies Comment 


LD090953 Hamburg DPA in German 0925 GMT 9 Dec 85 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 9 Dec (DPA) -- According to CDU deputies the FRG has not yet made a 
decision on starting negotiations with the United States on the FRG's participation 
in the SDI project for a space-based missile defense system. This was said by CDU 
Deputy Hans Stercken, chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, after Volker Ruehe, 
deputy chairman of the CDIU/CSU Bundestag group, said overthe weekend that the funda- 
mental decision had been made long ago. He expected a written agreement between the 
FRG and the United States in the spring. 


The Ruehe statement led to party clashes at the start of a 2-day public hearing on 

SDI by 14 experts before the Foreign Affairs and Defense Committees. While CDU 
disarmament expert Juergen Todenhoefer and Stercken denied that the FRG had committed 
itself on this issue, SPD committee merbers accused the FRG of having decided in favor 
of U.S. negotiations in disregard of the hearing. 
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FRG TELEVISION COMMENTATOR ON BONN'S SDI DECISION 
DW121101 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2100 GMT 11 Dec 85 
[Commentary by Guenther von Lojewski) 


[Excerpts] The Federal Government has taken a lot of time with its opinion-forming 
process on SDI -- too much time. By the time it decided to polish up the program's 
contents somewhat it was almost too late. The consequence is turbulence in the 
alliance. Just prior to the decision in Bonn, U.S. Secretary of Defense Weinberger, 
President Reagan himself, and Secretary of State Shultz were forced to do some fast 
talking. Now the Federal Government can approve the opening of government negotia- 
tions. The upshot will be an agreement by which the government will safeguard the 
interests of German industry. 


The problems have not arisen from technology. An industrial country such as the 
Federal Republic, having no natural resources, cannot disengage itself from tech- 
nological development without suffering lasting consequences. German industry is 
veritably salivating for the pool of dollars called SDI. 


What I believe caused confusion in Europe was the military-strategic scheme outlined 
by Washington. The United States allowed the impression to arise that Washington had 
first deployed its modern nuclear weapons, the Pershing-2 and cruise missiles in 

Furope, and is only now seeking to protect its own continent against attack by means 


of SDI, as though NATO were heading for a two-class alliance. 


' It was 


It is true that Western Europe could not be defended through “star wars.’ 
for that reason that European program was developed here, Eureka. That is why Foreign 
Minister Genscher occasionally sought to play the Chinese card. Yet Genscher 
ultimately returned to coalition discipline. NATO remains a defensive alliance, 
and SDI will be given a European component. Politically the Federal Republic, 


especially the Federal Republic, has no alternative anyway. 
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DUMAS ARGUES AGAINST SDI AT WEU MEETING 
PM111515 Paris LE FIGARO in French 5 Dec 85 p 9 


{Report by Pierre Darcourt: "Western European Union and Europe's Defense: The French 
Reservations" ] 


[Text}) Under its glass roof, and with its polished paneling, and red velvet-covered 
tiers, the semi-circular room in which the West European Union [WFU] parliamentarians 
and council representatives were meeting was the scene of a fierce debate yesterday. 


The main speech was delivered dy French External Relations Minister Roland Dumas who 
once again atrongly condemned the way in which the discussion on the U.S. Strategic 
Defense Initiative [SDI] had been launched. According to him it is likely to caus« 
fragmentation among the Europeans. It therefore seems that the French Government's 
position remains unchanged. The diversity of the strategic situations of the different 
European countries faced with this initiative and the awareness of the technological and 
industrial stakes were once again the two key arguments put forward by the minister to 
justify the categorical rejection of SDI. 


Obviously, aside from this formulation, Europe's geographical position does not lend 
itself to a system of protection designed to intercept missiles at high altitudes and 
long distances. France fears that the technological and industrial competition which 
is starting will lead to a European “brain drain” and that the United States might not 
accept us a8 partners but regard us merely as subcontractors. 


Roland Dumas partly dispelled the ambiguity surrounding the Eureka project, hitherto 
presented as the "civilian" counterproposal to the SDI. Indeed the French external rela- 
tions minister stressed that the French proposals on Eureka and in the sphere of military 
aeronautics could be the start of a real mobilization of the Furopeans in the sphere of! 
major military technologies. 


Should we include in this assertion: the sixth generation of optical computers (with 
regard to which we will really be able to talk of artificial intelligence); highly 
accurate infrared detection systems; battle management systems based on surveillance, 
reconnaissance, carly warning, communication, and electronic warfare satellites [as 
published]. If that was the case it would be a decisive step toward a really coherent 
European defense system. 


But behind the vague generalities, Roland Dumas nonetheless clearly set the limits of 
this enterprise, because the rejection of all supranationality was clearly reiterated. 
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A study of the whole speech shows that the minister is saying conflicting things. "We 
are convinced,” he said in particular, “that consultation (among European countries) on 
security matters, should not have the aim or the unintentional effect of calling iato 
question the conditions and frameworks in which the defense of our countries now 
operate.” In short, European cooperation on armaments -- yes, European cooperation on 
defense -- perhaps, European defense system -- certainly not. 


It was a speech which gave a curt reply to the opening speech by Jean-Marie Cao, chair- 
man of the WEU Parliamentary Assembly, who made a forceful appeal for the dynamic and 


practical revival of a common defense policy for the seven member untries, with clear 
objectives, a definite program, and a united desire to take decisions each time that 
Europe has to give its verdict and make its voice heard to protect ite interests and 


ensure its survival. 
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FRENCH RESEARCH, TECHNOLOGY MINISTER CURIEN ON EUREK 
Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 23 Oct 85 p 7 
\Article by Wubbo Tempel: "Pragmatic Coalition of Industry and Government”™] 


[Text] “We have seen a true pro-Eureka movement come to life," says French 
Minister of Science and Technology Hubert Curien contentedly. Since April, 
when the Franch plan for European technology was launched, he has traveled 

to the capitals of 18 countries, among them the countries Finland and Turkey. 
Tomorrow he will visit with his Dutch colleagues minister for economic affairs, 
Van Aardenne and Minister of Education and Science, Deetman in the Hague, who 
together are in charge of the Ducth technology policy. 


We are interviewing the Minister in his Ministry building in Paris. On almost 
every wall there are pictures and plaques hanging commemorating successful 
Ariane-missile flights. The modern art on the wall also is not abstract, the 
outlines of missiles and airplanes are clearly recognizable in the paintings. 
Curien himself has had a lot to do with the Arian program: from 1976 until 
1984, when he became a minister, he was president of the National Center for 
Space Exploration. Curien (60) admits that a number of unclear points still 
exist about the Eureka plan. 


But he himself has a clear-cut idea, i.e., the pragmatic cooperation of 
industries, subsidized by their governments, for each technological project 
there should be an ad hoc agreement, no central guide-lines, no central 
treasure. Government funding is really necessary. Curien has high hopes, 
that other Eureka countries will also see it this way. 


Government funding 


Curien: “I am against a joint Eureka fund. A government is much more 
motivated to participate financially in the projects it is interested in. 

For example, a project in which Dutch, German and French companies participate, 
would be funded by the governments of those three countries.” 


Question: Is government funding necessary? British Prime Minister Thatcher 
is against that. 











Answer: "Of course governments must contribute. The programs mean important 
developments and carry a certain risk for the companies involved. I do not 
want to define the amount of funding I don't have a magic figure, but an 
average portion in the neighborhood of 50 percent seems reasonable to me. On 
the average. For those projects which result in the immediate marketing of 
concrete products, the customers could pay more, of course." 


Question: France itself has allocated 1 billion French francs for Eureka for 
the year 1986. Critics say that this not "new" funding, but that these are 
simply old, existing funds that are being re-allocated for a different purpose. 


Answer: “That is an interesting point. You can ask that question about 
Eureka, but the same question would apply to SDI." (The Minister himself 
starts speaking about the American Strategic Defesne Initiative, although the 
French side has always officially denied that the launching of Eureka in April 
was a direct answer to SDI)- “Sometimes it is believed that the funding 
allocated for SDI is entirely new funding. That is not true. On the contrary: 
if it is true that our funding comes from an existing well-known funding pro- 
gram, then these are funds which had already been designated for research. 
And, from whichever angle you look at it, the budget for research and develop- 
ment in France rose last year by many billions of French francs. (In real 
costs the budget rose by 4 percent to 42 billion French francs). Let's look 
upon Eureka's one billion as one of those 42 billions. You may find that to 
be weak reasoning. But without Eureka I would have been less able to plead 
for that increase.” 


Eureka has been civilian, non-military, in nature from the start. Curien 
explains: "We want to federate the whole of Europe with the plan. Because 
of the position taken by some countries, we didn't want problems beforehand. 
Sweden and Switzerland, for example, would not have joined if military pro- 
jects had been included.” 


Question: But isn't it strange to leave the arms industry out of it? SDI 
specifically assists the arms industry. 


Answer: The Minister smiles and points out that the French arms industry does 
profit in this manner: "Ah-ah. In our country there is no industry that is 
exclusively military in nature. Who are the ones that are working for the 
French army? Industries like Matra, Aerospatiale, Dassault. But Aerospatiale 
also manufactures Airbus airplanes, and Matra manufactures cars and computers. 
Eureka is going to be the opposite of SDI, which has a military program, with 
possible spin-offs for non-military uses. Here in this country the projects 
are non-military. But it is conceivable that there will be a certain military 
spin-off for the industries, those high-tech industries and also for the arms 
industry.” 


And further: "I don't mean to say that France is not contemplating the open- 
i-g of joint military programs, independent of the Eureka project.” 


Question: There is a fear at times of French dominance or the dominance of 
French industry. 
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Answer: “It is our sincere wish to make it Eureka a European affair. Because 
we have taken the initiative, it is sometimes thought that we want to be the 
bosses, the satraps, of this program. That isn't true. We don't want to make 
it a franco-french adventure nor a franco-german one, something about which we 
are also being reproached at times.” 





Curien is willing to make large concessions in order to secure Dutch partici- 
” 


pation: i can see that it is a problem for a country like the Netherlands, 
where comparatively speaking there are a number of very large industries. I 


P 


am thinking of Philips, Unilever, Shell. In a Eureka project in which Philips 
participates, the Philips part would have to be funded by the Dutch government.” 


“If that should be too heavy a burden for the Dutch government, others could 
contribute. We, for example. A part of the Philips activities could then, 
for example, be manufactured by the Philips laboratories in France--or in 
Germany. Of course, this is something we still have to decide on. But I 
would not like that to become an obstacle beforehand. Because it needn't bs 
that.” 


Question: So there are no French nationalistic motives present? 


Answer: "Oh, yes. Definitely. The national interest of France is that in 

ten or twelve years a joint European economy will come into being. We ars 
sure, that if European countries try to stimulate their economic development 
independently of each other, they will fail. The national interest of Francs« 
is a strong France in a strong Europe. Because a strong France in a weak 
Europe--is not possible. And neither is a strong Germany, or a strong Holland. 
We need each other's markets and funds.” 


' 


Question: Has the French attitude, as far as this is concerned, changed 
Answer: "Certainly." 
Question: Why 


Answer: "Face the facts. Presentiyv ther is an excellent government in 


France, ha ha.” 


Question: Would it not be easier to work together with American or Japanes« 
industries? 


Conqueror 
Answer: "That is a difficult issue. It isn't good politics to be strongly 
negative a priori. We will have to study it case by case. But to go for 


real cooperation, that is, indeed, somewhat ingerous. We see large Japanes« 
firms invading our continent. We want to react to that invasion. f we do 
that jointly with the conqueror, our force de frappe would certainly be some- 
what weakened. American and Japanese interests are very clear. European 
interests are starting to become clearer now too. But let us first of all 


give European interests a chance to manifest themselves. 








Question: What do you expect to come out of Hannover, where the next Eureka 
conference will be held on 5 and 6 November? 

Answer: "A number of issues will become clear there. The fact that we 
arranged a date and a place has first of all accelerated the processes. But 
the conference will aiso be fruitful. I expect promises of financial parti- 
cipation in the program by several countries. As far as that is concerned, 
l am on the same wavelength with my colleagues from Germany, Belgium, the 
Netherlands, and Italy. But I can not yet fully assess how my colleagues 
will react.” 


“Furthermore, I expect that we can announce a half to one dozen projects. 
In any case, I know that to be so from what is going on here in France. Six 
of them projects are completely finished, and another six are nearing comple- 


tion. I an not including the initiatives in which France is not participating.” 


“Finally we will discuss the organization of the program. We want to make 


Eureka an issue of interest to industrialists, and therefore, | want to defend 


it from the beginning against any form of structured organization. It should 
not become a kind of rain, which the governments allow to fall down on the 
industry.” 
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CANADIAN PARTICIPATION IN SDI THROUGH NORAD CONSIDERED 


Toronto THE GLOBE AND MAIL in English 7 Nov 85 p A8 


[Article by Jeff Sallot] 


[Text } 


OTTAWA 


The United States is again seek- 
ing Canadian co-operation in Star 
Wars ballistic missile defence pro- 
grams. 

The Pentagon wants Canadian 
military strategists to participate in 

-Tange contingency planning for 
ballistic missile defences. The plan- 
ning would be carried out through 


a decision could be made by Ottawa 
within six months. They said they 
are t to gather more informa- 
tion the full scope of the invi- 


fifties io counter Soviet bomber 
threats. Canadian officials have 
tried to divorce the issue of NORAD 
renewal from the controversial 
question of possible Canadian par- 
ticipation in Star Wars ballistic 
missile defences 
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But the effort to separate Star 
Wars from NORAD issues is made 
more difficult because the invitation 
to participate in ballistic missile 
defence planning comes through 
NORAD. 

The invitation comes even though 
the Mulroney Government said in 
September it is not interested in 
participating on a government-to- 
government basis in Star Wars re- 
search. Ottawa said, however, that 


tiative, is also called Star Wars’ 
because sume of the proposed sys- 


tems could be based in and 
could involve exotic techastagies 











/9317 
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* ” Canadian officers took part in the 
first phase, which involved an up- 
dating of the master plan to defend 
North America from a possible 
Soviet bomber attack and led to the 
Canadian-US. agreement §iast 
March to build a new north warning 
radar system in the Arctic. 


“SDA 2000 Phase II, in which 
continued Canadian participation 
has been requested by CINCNORAD 
(the Commander in Chief of NO- 
RAD, U.S. Air Force General Ro- 
bert Herres) wili refine the air-de- 
fence planning of Phase | and devel- 
Op and integrate anaiogous planning 
for future space and ballistic mis- 
sile defences,” accerding to a back- 
ground document prepared by Colo- 
nel W.C. Weston, a strategic policy 
analyst at National Defence Head- 
quarters in Ottawa. 

The U.S. invitation last spring to 


participate in Star Wars research 
Stirred controversy in Canada and 
prompted a summer-long series of 
parliamentary hearings in which 
peace groups said that Star Wars 
would escalate the arms race and 
undermine nuclear deterrence 

In September, Prime Minister 
Brian Mulroney said Canada’s own 
research priorities preclude govern. 
mental participation in Star Wars 
research. He has refused to sey, 
however, whether the Government 
believes ballistic missile defences 
undermine deterrence. 
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Unlike the SDI research invita- 
tion, the new U.S. invitation to par- 
ticipate in military planning has 
been made quietly and has gone 
largely unnoticed on Parliament 
Hill. 

Col. Weston said the United 
States will go ahead with SDA 2000 
planning whether or not Canada 
participates in the exercise. 

The second phase of SDA 2000 will 
try to make contingency plans for 
the kinds of ballistic missile threats 
North America might face well into 
the next century. This is “conceptu- 
al planning” and it dues not commit 
either Canada or the United States 
to actual deployment of ballistic 
missile defences if the SDI research 
proves ine feasibility of the sys- 
tems, Col. Weston said in an inter- 
view. 

“All of this is subject to political 
decisions” by the Canadian and U.S. 
cabinets, he said. 


The potential implications of the 
SDA 2000 plan are so great that it is 
probably wise for Canadian officers 
to participate, according to Law. 
rence Hagen, research director of 
the Canadian Centre for Arms Con. 
trol and Disarmament, a private 
think tank. 


it should be made clear to the 
United States, however, that partics 
ipation in SDA 2000 does not mean 
Canadian blanket endorsement of 
ballistic missile defences. 
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CANADIAN DEFENSE MINISTER NIELSEN DENIES NORAD, SDI LINK 
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[Article by Jeff Sallot] 
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OTTAWA 


Defence Minister Erik Nielsen said yes- 
terday that the U.S. Strat Defence Ini- 
tiative and the renewal of the North Amer- 
ican Defence (NORAD) agree- 
ment are “quite distinct” questions. 
Hopkins id bar. Nielsen ts “stone 

sa , is “stonewalling” 
and ref to say directly whether 
NORAD will be used as a way to get Cana- 
da involved in SDI, also known as Star 
Wars. 

In the Commons, Mr. Hopkins asked 
Prime Minister Brian Mulroney to give 
assurances that the NORAD renewal, ex- 
pected early next year, will not be used to 
enter “into a hidden Canadian-American 
effort of co-operation in the Strategic De- 
fence Initiative.” | 

Ottawa rejected joining SDI research on 
a government basis two 
months ago, but said private companies 
could bid on research contracts. 

Mr. Mulroney, who has been reluctant to 
reply when asked similar questions in the 

st, left it to Mr. Nielsen to answer. Mr. 

ielsen said Mr. Hopkins should “know 
better than to ask that Gqucstion ... (be- 
cause) the two questions are quite dis- 
tinct.” 
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In fact, the U.S. Air Force who 
commands NORAD has the Cana- 
dian Forces to provide officers to assist in 
a project known as Strategic Defence Ar- 
chitecture 2000. The SDA 2000 project is to 
make contingency plans for an anti-ballis- 
tic missile defence of North America if the 
SDI technology is proven workable and 
Washington decides to deploy it. 

SDI is the research part of President 
Ronald Reagan's vision of an anti-ballistic 
missile defence for North America. 


Mr. Hopkins said the Liberals want to 
have a clause inserted in the NORAD re- 
newal agreement stating that the joint 
Canadian-U.S. command is not to be part 
of an anti-ballistic missilc system. NORAD 
was originally established to defend North 


America from Soviet bombers, not ballistic 
missiles. 

There is a debate raging, among scier- 
tists, military strategists and arms control 
experts about whether ballistic missile 

ences, such as SDI, would undermine or 
enhance nuclear deterrence. The Soviets, 
oppose SDI. ; 

The SDI issue undoubtedly will be raised 
by the Soviets today and tomorrow during 
the summit meeting in Geneva between 
Mr. Reagan and Soviet leader Mikhail, 
Gorbachev. , 
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CANADIAN SCIENTISTS FEDERATION OFFICIAL ON ROLE IN SDI 


Toronto THE SUNDAY STAR in English 10 Nov 85 pp Hl, H2 


[Article by John Honderich] 


[Text ] 


_ Could Canada end up an inte- 
gral part of Star Wars? 
The answer, it seems, is a defi- 
nite “yes”. 
At least that’s the view of John 


. Pike, associate director of space 


‘policy for the Federation of 
American Scientists. He has been 
keeping a keen if critical eye on 


the US. defence program. 
The Redevation. which counts 24 


\Nobel Prize winners among its | 


members, has been providing the 
most authoritative and independ- 
ent analysis of President Ronald 


‘Reagan's Strategic Defence Initia~ 


tive. 


, 
, 


told ’ 


the rst conference of the Cana-, 


dian Institute for International 
Peace and Security. “And, when 
ou look at the geography 
rd to figure out why.” 
All this assumes, of course, that 
Canada agrees to be part of Star 
Wars and that the technology 


1 it's not . 


' 


‘jumps from the drawing board! 


‘into reality — both big “ifs”. 
* But by Pike's count there are at 
least five components of Star 
‘Wars that might be in 
nada. “Might” is the 
for the technology is still in a 
‘developing stage and could 
‘change on further research. 


word. 
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llowever, tucked away a 

such codenames as “raduskill”, 
“Excalibur”, “SATKA Project 
0008" and “ERIS” (Exo- 

tmospheric reentry-vehicle. 
nterception system) are the five 
projects that Pike argues are 
— for the true north strong 

ree. 

yo™ from a souped-up 
AWACS-type super spy plane to a 
missile that would intercept Sovi- 
et missiles in outer fly 
alongside them and then fire 
‘explosive warheads at them, the 
five would be part of the mulli-, 
layered defence umbrella envis-' 
‘aged under Star Wars. - 
- Basically the Strategic Defence 
Initiative in its present form, 
‘breaks down into four phases. It) 

rovides for the surveillance, 


, 


tracking and eventual destruction 
of all jet missiles at various 
phases of their flight path: 


C1) The boost phase (the first sta 
Jasting several minutes when 
missiles are launched into space ' 
by booster rockers); 

() The post-boost phase (the sec- 
jond stage lasting several more | 
‘minutes when the missiles fly free ; 
‘of their boosters to achieve the re- . 
‘quired altitude), | 


(0 The mid-course phase (the ; 
third and longest stage in which 











‘the missiles and their warheads 
fly in outer space towards their 
targets, which can take up to 25 
minutes), and 

1 The terminal phase (the fourth 
and final stage in which the mis- 
siles re-enter the atmosphere and 
strike their targets, which can 
‘take several more minutes) 
Prime route 
If the overall plan works, sen- 
‘sors based on ground, in planes 
and in space would be required to 
itk up all incoming missiles. 
. sensors would have to work 
-faultiessly, sifting through tens of 
‘thousands of decoys and billions of 
bits of chaff and debris to pick out 
‘the thousands of warheads the 
Soviets are capable of sending. 


Once detected, it would be left 
to newly-developed lasers, rockets’ 
and particle beam weapons to, 
—~ ey and destroy these war- 


As its name suggests, most of 
Star Wars would be deployed in 
space. Much of the rest would be 
in the continental United States. 

_ But, particularly for the late-mid- 
course and terminal phases, the 
defence systems should ideally be 


situated on land near the areas to 


, be defended. And, that's where 
Canada fits in. 


+ Plunked — between the 
4s, 


anadian space and 


air provides the prime route for 


incoming Soviet missiles. 
“The whole concept is in a state 
of rapid flux,” Pike says. “Thus it 


“is probably too early to draw any, 
firms conclusions about Canadas 
role. All I can provide is a snap, 


shot.” 


But even Pike's snapshot pro 
vides a fascinating foreshadowing 
vof * »>w Canada could get involved. 
Here's a rundown of the 


projects already under way that 
might be deployed in Canada 


© SATKA project 0008 — the 


Bee ees 
i 's 


767 jetliner. 


some of the technology a!- 
ready in © on the super spy 
AWACs I 4 this project calls 
for the use of a modified Boeng 


36 


~ Incoming warheads 


It would be equinped with two 
giant “sensor telescopes” capable 
of picking up and wientifying war- 
heads within a radius of 750 ki- 
lometers (460 miles). The tele- 
scopes would be equipped with 
infrared sensors that would be 
invulnerable toradar jamming. . 

Under current plans, between 
20 and 40 of these iets would be® 
deployed out of a dozen or so pa-’ 
trol bases 

They would fly at an altitude of 
between 15 and 25 kilometers (9 
and 15 miles) and px « up incom- 
ing warheads in the final part of 
their flight. Right now these jets 
could fly for 12 hours at a stretch. 
under human contrel. But plans 
are under way for a remote-con- | 
trolled jet that could stay up for 
several days at a time | 

The system has already been 
under study for several years and 
the first test flight is set for 1988 

“For optimum tracking of Sovi- 
et ICBMs, (these jets) would prot 
ably fly over Canadion airspace,” 
Pike says. “Some wouid be patrol 
ring Canada and some would be on 
‘their way to the Arctic Ocean.” 

Since Canada lies directly be- 
tween the superpowers, Pike’ 
‘argues it only makes sense thai 
these jets be based in Canada’s far 
north “in order to provide for an 
earlier warning”. 
© SATKA Project 0009 — Termi- 
nal Imaging Radar. 

This ground-based radar sy* 
tem, known as TIR, would pick up 
the information gathered hy the 
Boeing 767s and refine it even 
more 

One of the greatest obstacies 
Star Wars must overcome is the 
countiess decoys the Soviets are 
bound to send to confuse the 
American defence sensors 


Small heater 


One decoy already envisaged is 
an aluminized balloon — similar 
to current weather balloons and 
weighing only a few kilograms — 
that would be attached to incom- 
ing missiles. Designed to inflate 








CSO: 


on re-entry, these balloons would 
be made to look like warheads. 
With the addition of a small 
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Pellet shower 
' Pike explains that a siyle bat- 
of IEDI would be e 

to defend an area of 30.000 squaré 
kilometers. That means aboul 100 
batteries would be needed to 
cover the entire United States. 
' Needless to say that when it 
comes to Uncle Sam's northern 
flank, there is little doubt Canada 
= be called upon to base some 
of the interceptors here 

HDI would probably be guid- 
ed by infra-red sensors and 
when it close to its target, 
— _= call for it to use a 

to onate an explosive 

warhead. That in turn would 
shower the incoming Soviet 
“Warheads with high velocity pel- 
Jets to knock therm out ' 
*. Ahother calls for HEDI 
sto explode its own nuclear 
‘weapon in order to destroy its 
Soviet counterpart. 


‘CO KEW Project 0002 (Iradu- 
-skill or Exo-Atmospheric Non 
‘Nuclear Kill T 

. Like HEDI, Hraduskill also 
‘calls for a land-based missile 
system. But instead it would be 


tive homing devices. Already 
four contractors in lluntsville, 
Ala. have been awarded a $1 


contract, | would be extremely 
disappointed if the contractors 
didn't look at Canada as the 


_ most likely base for these weap- 
/ons,”. Pike says. “The missiles 


would have to be deployed as 


Close to the Soviet Union as 


ble and that limits your 
sites considerably.” 
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CANADA: VISITING SOVIET SCIENTIST WARNS AGAINST SDI 


Toronto THE GLOBE AND MAIL in English 19 Oct 85 p All 


[Article by Hugh Winsor] 
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ottawa ~*~ * 

A senior Suviet scientist warned a 
gathering of disarmament experts 
yesterday that the missile defence 
system being promoted by Pres. 
dent Ronald Reagan could prompt a 
frightening escalation in the super- 

T arms race. 

Oleg Bykov, deputy director of 
the Soviet Academy of Sciences’ 
institute of World Economy and 
international Relations, reflected 
the attitude of the proposal for mus- 
sile reduction that Soviet Leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev has placed on 
the table for next month's meeting 
with Mr. Reagan in Geneva 

Mr. Bykov's assertion that a shift 
from deterrence toward an atternpt 
to build a defensive system against 
intercontinental ballistic missiles 
would threaten nuclear stability 
was received favorably by most of 
the Western speakers at the confer. 
ence, sponsored by the Canadian 
Institute for International Peace 
and Security. 


Although the Gorbachev proposal: 


contains provision for deep cuts in 
the numbe~ of nuclear warheads 
and la systems for both 
sides, Mr. B stressed that the 
Soviet insistence on prohibition of 
space-based weapons is a condition 
for progress at Geneva. 


Alton Frye, Washington director 
of the Council on Foreign Relations 
(an independently timaneed US 
foreign policy institute) and a con. 
sultant to the U S. Conpress, agreed 
that meaningful negotiations with 
the Soviets depend on a resolution of 
the cispute over the US. Strategic 
Defence Initiative, known as Star 
Wars 

Shifting the nuclear contest into 
space would create an irreversible 
situation in which both superpowers 
would be locked in a destructive 
spiral of unprecedented proportions, 
Mr. Bykov said 

One of the Western participants 
who agreed with him was keynote 
speaker Denis Healey, former Bri- 
trch defence minister and chancel. 
lor of the exchequer. He predicted 
that the number of nuclear war- 
heads in existence would double by 
the 199s unless the superpowers 
reached some agreement to limit 
arms 

Until new, the rough balance that 
has prevailed for the pact @ vears 
hes been impervious to relative 
changes in the numbers of missiles 
and different systems of delivery, 
Mr Healey said He sees that stahil- 
ity as being threatened 
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TOKYO CORRESPONDENT INTERVIEWED ON SDI 
0W170432 Tokyo TOKYO SHIMBUN in Japanese 14 Nov 85 Morning Edition pp 8-9 
| By reporter Akira Purumoto)| 


[Text | A 2-day U.S.-USSR summit is scheduled to open in Geneva, Switzerland, 
on 19 November. Its most important subject is disarmament, particularly the 
strategic defense initiative (SDI) which is being pushed by the United States. 
The SDI is said to have been included in the summit agenda at the insistence 
of Soviet General Secretary Gorbachev, and this may indicate how serious 

the Soviet Union is about the SDI. Why does the Soviet Union feel so threat- 
ened by the SDI? Public statements by the Soviet Union have not yet provided 
a clear answer to this question. What is the real intention of the Soviet 
Union? How does the Soviet Union take rumors about Japanese participation in 
the SDI) TOKYO SHIMBUN's “This is our Special Report Division” has interviewed 
Viktor Zatsepin, Tokyo Bureau chief of the Soviet state-run news agency, 

TASS, to hear his views. 


'Purumoto! Why is the Soviet Union so fearful of the U.S. SDI program? 


[ Zateepin! It is not at all correct to say that the Soviet Union is just 
watching with fear while the United States is building its space defense 
systet. The problem is that the SDI threatens not only the Soviet Union but 
also the whole world. 


The U.S. approach to disarmament is this: The United States wants to begin 
disarmament negotiations only when it attains a military edge over the Soviet 
Union by producine successive new weapons. But postwar history shows that 
such an approach is a mistake. 


When the United States made an atom bomb; the Soviet Union countered by 
creating its own atom bomb. The Soviet Union has responded, hydrogen bomb 
for hydrogen bomb, miesile for missile. in this way, the arms race has 
continued endlessly, has it not? 


By the same token, if the United States creates an SDI system, we will have 
to develop countervailing weapons in order to defend our country, no matter 
what economic hardships it may entail. In other words, the SDI will only 
pave the way for a new, more dangerous, and more extensive arms race. That 
is why we are strongly against this project. 
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r . : : . 
._Purumoto;) The United States claims that the SDI will be useful for the 


abolition of nuclear weapons.” 


[Zatsepin| While in office, President Johnson once said, “Great Britain 
became the world’s ruler because it commanded the sea. In modern times, one 
who commands space rules the world.” The United States has consistently 
pursued this goal. I am sure the SDI"s goal is to attain military superiority 
through the high-tech field, in which they believe they are shead of us. The 
second purpose is to strangle the Soviet Union to death economically by 


forcing a new arms race upon us. 


'Purumoto| The Reagan administration is pressing the Japanese Government and 
Japanese firms to participate in SDI development. 


[ Zatsepin | I think that, for the present, the Japanese industrial circles are 
cautious about providing technical cooperation to the United States in the 
military field (including the SDI). For one thing, they fear that if they 
render technical cooperation, all research results attained by Japanese firms 
for use in production in the private sector would be used by the United 

States for military purposes. Naturally, (for the sake of secrecy), the 
Wnited States would not permit Japanese firms to transfer their new technolo- 
gies to the private sector. 


In that event, Japanese firms would make money in the military field but lose 
much of the private-sector market. I think that is why they are cautious 
about participating in the SDI. 


There is another factor: Some Japanese businessmen realize that “an endless 
arms race is very dangerous to the world.” I believe that this purely 
humanitarian factor is also responsible for the caution. 

[Purumoto | Some Japanese experts say that they expect that participation in 
SDI research will promote technical innovation, mainly in electronics. 


| Zateepin. Sure, that might be so. But it is a mistake to attach importance 
to that aspect alone. You have to ponder how perilous the development of such 
new weapons would be to the world. When the atom and the hydrogen bombs were 
newly developed, they did not make humankind that much happier. The result 
was the opposite. i frequently feel that the Japanese are often indifferent 
to the (Disarmament) controversy between the United States and the Soviet 
Union; that is, they take the attitude of an onlooker. The same is true with 
the SDI. 

(Purumoto|) Some experts think that if Japan participates in SDI research, it 
would provoke the Soviet Union and increase the danger that the Soviet 


Union might mount a nuclear attack on Japan. 


r , 
Zatwepin I eam sure they mean to say that, feeling a sense of crisis, the 


Soviet Union may launch a preemptive attack before the SDI program is conm- 
pleted. But we well know that if we did that, we would receive a retaliatory 
blow, and the whole world would be destroyed. Therefore, there will be no 


such contingency. 
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Let me briefly digress. When « certain Japanese recently asked me about the 
possibility of “the Soviet Union attacking Japan,” I gave this answer: Vell, 
suppose there is going to be an attack on Japan. If I were a soldier, ! 
would not land on Hokkaido but try to sweep 411 of Japan at one stroke, 
including Honshu. What would happen then? Since industrial areas would be 
destroyed by the Japanese themselves before the battle started, I would only 
find the scorched earth and a listless people who had lost their will to work 
as hard as before... 


~ 


It would be meaningless for the Soviet Union to occupy a Japan in such a 


state. 


, 
‘Purumoto! If the general secretary should fail to stop the Reagan admini- 
stration’s SDI program, what would happen? 


‘Zatsepin| If the United States completes a space defense system like the 
SDI, the Soviet Union would become defenseless against a U.S. nuclear attack. 
The Soviet Union would be compelled to develop a formidable offensive weapon 
powerful enough to penetrate the J.°. defense network or ite own space 
defense system (similar to the SDT). 


The U.S. claim that “the Soviet Union has overtaken the United States is 
space weapons development” is totally unfounded, and it is nothing more than 
& propaganda ploy. The interview took place in the reception room on the 
first floor of the TASS Tokyo Bureau in Shibuya District, Tokyo. At first, 
Mr Zateepin carefully chose each word to answer my questions, but as he went 
slong, he grew hotter and hotter and finally began to speak very quickly in 
Russian. 


Normally, a senior TASS official speaks for the Kremlin from beginning to 
end, and it is unusual for him to express a bold, in-depth view, as Mr 
Zateepin did, regarding issues like the question of Japanese participation in 
the SDI prograt. 
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BELJING REVIEW ON SPACE ARMS RIVALRY 


Beijing BEIJING REVIEW in English Vol 28 No 49, 9 Dec 85 pp 15-16 
{Article by Sa Benwang] 


[Text ] Erccane people around The “High Frontier” 


the world arc closely follow- 








ing the development of space 
weapons initiatives by the United 
States and the Soviet Union, 
repeatedly demanding that the two 
superpowers stop such competi- 
tion. 


In recent years, the United 
States and the Soviet Union have 
each launched programmes for the 
development of space weapons. 
This new trend has raised the 
curtain on a new stage in the US- 
Soviet arms race, marking yet 
again a qualitative escalation. This 
is manifested in contest between 
the two to extend their military 
power into outer space, charac- 
terized by expansion from a 
battle-support role to its overall 
militarization. Furthermore, their 
stress on improving military 
strength has shifted from an em- 
phasis or offensive nuclear forces 
to a new generation of laser direct- 
ed energy weapons used for both 
offensive and defensive measurcs 
The rivalry for superiority has 
turned from the nuclear domain to 
that of outer space, and their mili- 
tary strategy has added space 
stra*egy to conventional and nuc- 
lear strategies. 


During the four postwar 
decades, the United States and the 
Sovict Union have been stepping 
up their arms race. However, 
whereas previously their rivalry 
has been restricted to a contest 
for the domination of land, sca 
and air, now it is extended to 
outer space. 

With the fermulation of new 
outer space weapon projects, both 
the United States and the Sovict 
Union have started developing 


their outer space military power 
and have initiated a large-scale 
scrambling for the occupation of 
the “high frontier” — outer space. 
In their view, those who com- 
mand outer space will exercise 
global control. Because of the 
enormity of such a prospect, space 
arms competition has become the 


The US and USSR aie 
scrambling for the 
occupation of the “isigh 
frontier.” in their view, 
those who command 
outer space will control 
the world. 


———— SSS Eee 
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central issuc im the arms race be 
tween the two superpowers 


Overall Mi'itarization 


The US-Soviet outer space com- 
petition begen carly in 1957. Ax 
cording to Western press reports, 
by the end of 1984, the United 
States had launched 1029 satellites 
and space ships, and the Sovict 
Union 2,020. The space material 
launched by the two countrics ac- 
counts for more than 94 percent 
of the total. From the very begin 
ning, their space activities have 
had an obvious military ourpose 
About 70 percent of the satellites 
launched by the Soviet Union and 
the United S.ates have cither 
directly or indirectly been used ror 
military purposes. Of this outer 
space equipment, many have been 
spy satellites (for photo or clec- 
tronic reconnuissance), carly warn- 
ing sateliites (for nuclear attack 
symptom surveillance), communi- 
cation satellites (for strategic and 
tactical command and communica. 
tion), geoditic satellites (for milit- 
ary targets survey) and navigation 
satellites (for pinpointing location 
of «wuclear submarines, warships 
and aircraft). Until now, the use 
of these satellites has been con. 
fined to an auxiliary battle-support 
role. 


Outer space weapon systems that 
are now being researched and 
developed by the United States and 
the Soviet Union are advanced 
space based strike weapons, 
capable of attacking targets not 
only in outer space, but also on 
the ground, on the sea and in the 
air 








New Generation of 
Laser Weapons 


The emphasis on strategic arms 
build-up has turned from the mod- 
ernization of offensive nuclear 
force to developing a new pgcnera 
tion of directed-cnergy weapons, 
which combine offensive and d 
fensive uses, strategic and tactical 
purposes, and frontline and arxi 
liary battle-support systems imto 
one 


Since mankind centered = the 
nuclear age in July 1945, with the 
first explosion of an atom bomb, 
offensive ouctear forces have 
played the starring role in military 
strength and devclopment Th 
two superpowers have cach dew 
hoped an offensive nuclear * trin! 
consisting of imtercontincntal hal 
lretic omiesiles (ICBM), submerine 
launched ballistic missiles (SLIM) 
and strategic bombers, as the pil 
lars of their military force: \! 
though in the 19606 the two coun 
tries had deployed land-based anti 
ballistic missile (ABM) systems. 
they have since cither dismanticed 
or halted further ABM deployment 
because of their incffectivencss in 
dealing with large-scale nuclear 
attack 


in the 1980s, the United States 
and the Soviet Union reoumed 
their research and development of 
strategic defence systems with 
space-based laser (directed encrgy) 
weapons Directedenergy and 
other hightech systems can not 
only be used to dertroy large 
sumbers of attacking ballistic 
missiles, but also bear the poten 
tial for building a new generation 
of weapon systems with both of 











fensive and defensive capabilitics. 
Used defensively, laser weapons 
can destroy strategic ballistic mis- 
silces and  onecutralize cruise 
missiles, and can even be inte- 
grated with anti-satellite (ASAT) 
an overall defence system. Used 
offensively, laser weapons can 
and space-to-surface attacks. Laser 
weapon systems are characterized 
by high speed (speed of light), 
high accuracy (almost 100 per- 
cent accurate), total effectiveness 
(hard to protect against), limited 
side effects (no radio-activity) and 
multiple uses (for strategic, opera- 
tional and tactical purposes, in 
survey, control and battle). If 
the problems of energy and dura 
bility can be solved, laser weapons 
can he developed into the most 
advanced form of weaponry since 
nuclear arms. 


Race for Outer Space 
Control 


The arms race has shifted from 


a race for nuclear superiority to 
one for the control of outer space. 


Having developed for the last 40 
years, nuclear arsenals possessed 
by the two superpowers have 
reached a high level of perfection, 
with both the United States and 
the Soviet Union reaching a saiura- 
tion point in their number of 
nuclear weapons. The power ratio 
of the warheads now approaches 
the theoretical realm. At least for 
the duration of this century, both 
the United States and the Soviet 
Union will continue their efforts 
to improve the accuracy and dura 
bility of their nuclear arms. Both, 





weapons. 
Some analysts hold that both 
the United States and the Soviet 


The main components of mili- 
tary strategy will include space 
strategy, as well as conventional 
and nuclear strategies. 


Nuclear strategy has devcloped 
and evolved with the improvement 
of nuclear arms. Since World 
War I1, nuclear strategy and con- 
ventione! strategy have been the 
point of convergency in the mili- 
tory strategies of the United States 
and the Soviet Union. 


65 








Now it is inevitable that the 
development of outer space weap- 
onry will spark transformations 
in military strategy, operational 
theory, war patterns, and defence 
organization and establishment. In 
fact, the US. Strategic Defence 
initiative itself constitutes a major 
revision to the nuclear strategic 
concept of mutual assured destruc- 
tion (MAD), and suggests a change 
from a theory of “nuclear deter- 
rence™ to a “war-lighting™ strategy 
Succeeding the batticfronts of 
ground, sca and ait, outer space 
will become the “fourth front.” 
The theory of contending for con- 
trol of outer space, the tactics 
involved in waging war in outer 
space and the new military force 
of owter space have been designed 
and put forward. Some are cur- 
rently being developed. Early in 
1964, the Soviet Union established 
its Space Defence Command under 
the National Air Defence Force, 
while the United States established 
its Air Force Space Command and 
Navy Space Command in 1982 and 


1984 respectively. In September 
1985, the United States formally 
established the United Space 
Command 


The curtain has been raised for 
a new round in the arms race be- 
tween the United States and the 
Soviet Union. Its implications 
have not yet been fully revealed 
and its future is difficult to pre- 
dict. However, the qualitative 
escalation of the arms race in 
outer space will certainly have « 
profound effect on the world’s 
strategic situation, first and fore- 
most in the military realm i) 


/8309 
CSO: 5200/4012 








U.S.-USSR CENEVA TALKS 


FRG'S BRANDT ON GENEVA SUMMIT, TALKS IN WASHINGTON 


LD241052 Hamburg DPA in German 0002 GMT 24 Nov 85 


[Text | Bonn, 24 Nov (DP. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRC'S EMMKE SAYS PARTIAL CRUISE WITHDRAWAL ‘FEASIBLE’ 
LD231246 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1043 GMT 23 Now 85 


[Text] Bonn, 23 Now (DPA) -- Following the Geneva summit berween U.S. President 
Reagan and Soviet General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev, the deputy chairman of the SPD 
group, Horst Ehmke, said that a partial withdrawal of the Pershing-? missiles from the 
Federal Republic is feasible. The summit meeting made a corresponding interim agree- 
ment on intermediate nuclear force in the Geneva disarmament negotiations between the 
United States and Soviet Union possibic, Fhmke said on Saturday on “Sender Freies 
Berlin.” Im that case, however, the short-range miesiles which the Soviet Union had 
been deploying since the start of Western counter-crming sust also be withdrawn. 


In the SPD politician's view, an interim agreement could allow the Soviet Union's 
remaining 140 SS-20 missiles in Europe (words indistinct] to be balanced by cruise 
missiles in the West. The British and French nuclear weapons could remain outside 
the discussion: in the first round. Fl ake called on the Federal Government to press 
for the withdrawal of the Soviet short-range missiles in the CDR and CSSR since these 
missiles posed an additional threat to the Federal Kepublic. A text of the interview 


was prereleased by the station. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRG'S KOHL EXPRESSES SUPPORT FOR GENEVA SUMMIT 


LDO61142 Hamburg DPA in German 0952 GMT 6 Dec 85 


[Text ] Bonn, © Dec (DPA) -- The FROG wants to support the application of the results 
of the Geneva summit between Ronald Reagan, the U.S. President, and Mikhail Gorbachev, 
the Soviet party leader, for future policy. At a reception for the Bonn diplomatic 
corps, to which about 120 foreign ambassadors attended, Heleaut Kohl, the federal 
chancellor, said at Schaumburg Palace that the protection and strengthening of world 
peace is not only a matter for the superpowers, but also a duty for us all: “Let us 
see to it that the impulses from Geneva lead to concrete agreements, to a strengthening 
of peace here in Europe and everywhere in the world. 


Kohl said that the FRG supports the joint declaration by Reagan and Gorbachev in 
which it was stated that no one can win « quclear war, and that such a war should 
never be allowed to take place. The goveroment aleo welcomes the aim of preventing 
an arms race iu space and of ending it on earth. Additionally, nuclear weapons should 
be reduced and strategic stability strengthened. 


The chancellor expressed the hope that, in a divided Germany, chances for people to 
come together would improve. Relations between the two states in Germany have 
developed positively during his }-year term in office, he said. “It is important to 
stress that it has been possible to keep these relations viable, even during difficult 
times in world politics.” Through his meeting with Erich Honecker, chairman of the 
GDR Council of State, in Moscow in March, an additional impetus had come into the 
relationship. 


In his address, Kohl touched on the situation in the PC, warned against European 
pessimiem and referred to the fact that progress in most fields is only to be achieved 
through a long-term process. The supposition that one could set up 4 European or a 
world order once and for ail, and then turn to more pleasant things in politics is a 
misconception, he said. “In fact, politics is 4 constant process in which we pursue 


targets, score successes, ind must overcom setbacks.” 


The chancellor aleo dwelled on the situation in Africa, Asta, Latin America, and the 
Near and Middle Fast. In the Sahel countries, a clear improvement is needed. The 
problems have not yet been eliminated, but emergency aid could, however, be used as 
an intermediary plan of action. The volunteer program agreed upon between Bonn and 
Paris should make a contribution to the development of the ountries of Africa, he 


said. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


NORWEGIAN PAPERS REACT TO SUMMIT WITH CAUTIOUS OPTIMISM 


yMO041645 [Editorial Report] Norwegian newspapers of 22 November 1985 carry 
editorials commenting on the outcome of the Geneva summit. Their reaction is 
one of cautious optimism. Oslo's ARREIDERBLADET in its page 4 editorial 
welcomes the renewal of contacts between the superpowers despite the lack of 
any concrete agreements at the summit: “Political observers with a shop- 
keeper’s mentality will perhaps pay sost attention to the fact that nothing 
particularly concrete emerged from the suamit in Geneva. The only concrete 
thing, if we are to limit ourselves to the text of the joint communique, vas 
actually am agreement to open a new U.S. consulate in Kiev and a new Soviet 
consulate in New York! But this is not the most important aspect of the 
summit. The most important thing about the summit was something entirely 
different: After the summit there is now a completely different atmosphere 
between the superpowers than there was before it, that Reagan and Gorbachev 
are now on speaking terms, they have decided to meet again, they have laid the 
foundation for negotiations on eras control and disarmament, they have both 
undertaken to refrain from seeking military superiority, and, now least, they 
have jointly stated that a nuclear war cannot be won and should therefore 
never be fought.” 


Oslo's AFTENPOSTEN in its page 2 editorial points out the importance of the 
personal contact created between the two leaders in Geneva: “Through such 
personal contacts the mutual confidence is created which is the prerequisite 
for subsequent real detente between the two states.” 


AFTENPOSTEN concludes by advising caution and stressing the difficulty of the 
tacks that lie ahead: “The firm handshakes, the emall talk in front of the 
fire, and the dinner speeches dedicated to peace and understanding between 
peoples camnot conceal the fact that Reagan and Gorbachev did not achieve a 
concrete breakthrough on the vital problems dividing the United States and the 
Soviet Union. They have a long way to go before the work of clearing away the 
most dangerous areas of conflict can begin. But they did meet before it was 
too late. They have given the world a new chance.” 


(9599 
CSO: 5200/2581 


70 








U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


DENMARK'S SDP SECURITY SPOKESMAN CALLS SUMMIT A BREAKTHROUGH 
PM281417 Copenhagen BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in Danish 22 Nov 85 p 5 
[("Tho” report: "Budtz on Geneva") 


[Text] Copenhagen--"The meeting between the superpowers gives hope that the 
P g P e 


era of confrontation between them is at an end. The mere fact that they have 
been able to meet for talks represents an improvement in the international 
climate, but it is not a breakthrough. t could perhaps be the beginning 


of a breakthrough,” Social Democratic security policy spokesman Lasse Budtz 
told BERLINGSKE TIDENDE. 


“It is entirely logical that, if East-West relations and in particular the 
relationship between the superpowers improves significantly, this will have 
an immediate effect on the parliaments of individual countries, including 
Demmark’s Folketing, and reach all the way int the Folketing’s interim 
security Policy Committee,” Budtz said. Nevertheless he was unwilling to 
see any concrete results in the negotiations, even though “the mere fact of 
a meeting is positive.” 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALIS 


SETUBAL SPEAKS AT SHEVARDNADZE LUNCIEON IN USSR 


P¥121530 Sac Paulo O ESTADO DE SAO PAULO in Portuguese 10 Dec 85 p 4 








iaionms, its respect (Of the principies Of Se li-deternmi ti imntertiers ©, ane 
its Support ior the cause Of pesce SNC CisseThabent, ‘ 7 strengthened. 

we consider ourselves a pluralistic society w . : mit r Bistoricai bacK- 
ground and ethnic and cultural makeup. turrt itur towal : te with all nations. 
Universalism, a new horizon opened up by modern sci sf et ime i the scope [ 
peaceiul coexistence by the San Francisc: rter,. is ‘ the | ic principles 

our toreign relations. We do not belicvwe in partial or exclusive visions or options in 
the tield of foreign relations. Our desire erate eQ lly with a] 
countries, on the basis of nonintervent i | esti Ss. respect, and 
reciproca! benefits. 


Mr Minister, the international community received with hope and relief the joint U.S.- 
Soviet declaration after the Geneva summit in November. It said that in a nuclear war 
there cannot be winners, and that one should not be started, and that neither of the 
two parties will try to obtain nuclear superiority over the other. Those words 
encourage the hope for peace of all mankind. S8raril in particular has reiterated its 
position of condemning the arms race, and of giving its sincere support for promoting 
negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament. We believe that the nuclear powers, 
especially the United States and the Soviet Union, have a spectal reeponsibility in 
the disarmament process, which should progress through an effective combination of 
bilateral and multilateral negotiations, mainly within the [ramework of the UN dis- 


armament conference. 


We also see a very clear connection between disarmament and economic and social 
development. The resources now weed for the maintenance and improvement of destructive 
weapons Should be used in nobler tasks, such a8 overcoming the misery which affects so 


many inhabitants of our planet. 


Regarding this subject, I would like to recall that before the Geneva meeting, Jose 
Sarney, president of the Federative Republic of Brazil, sent a letter to CPSU Secretary 
General Mikhail Gorbachev expressing his hope that the tmprovement in East-West rela 
tions and the resumption of negotiations on nuclear disarmament would pave the way for 
the desired transfer of human and material resources to the urgent and constructive 
tasks of socioeconomtc development. 


We aleo listened with great interest and optimiom to the words of the CPSU secretary 
general during the taportant interview he granted to the International press in Ceneva. 
Hie excellency said that all nations, whether capitalist and deweloped, soctaliat, of 
developing, have econanic, social and ecological problems which must be solved throurh 
cooperation. He added that the Soviet Union could not teolate iteelf from the 
developing world, since the new policy, based on concrete realities, forces un all to 
search tor anewers to the problems of the countries which are struggling for a better 


lite. 


Mr Minteter. Braril ie one of the many countries which are etrueeling to eliminate 
economic backwardness and give their population better standards of living. 
Particularly adverse conditions of the tnternational economy have created serious 
difficulties for my country and many other Latin American and Third World countries, 
At thie moment, throwgh great domestic sacrifices, we are trying toe overcome thon: 
difficulties and apain take the road of economic and sectal dewelopment. Many aepectes 
of the tnternatioal economic order must be reviewed @o a8 to permit « more just and 
harmoniows coexistence among developed and developing countries. 
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CHEMICAL /BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


PRC REAFFIRMS STAND ON BIOLOGICAL, BACTERIAL WEAPONS 
HK280736 Hong Kong AFP in English 0728 GMT 28 Nov 85 


[Text] Beijing, 28 Nov (AFP)--China today dismissed as “sheer fabrication” 
a Vietnamese accusation that it had begun biological and chemical weapons 
research. 


The Vietnamese Army newspaper the QUAN DOI NHAN DAN charged Monday that China 
and the United States were preparing themselves for chemical and bacterial 
warfare. 


Today, a Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman, questioned about the accusation, 
replied: “China, once having been a victim of biological and bacterial 
weapons, is all along opposed to such weapons.” 


The spokesman said that China had acceded to the international convention on 
the prohibition of the development, production or stockpiling of bacterial and 
biological weapons, and on the destruction of such weapons. 


“We will solemnly fulfil the obligations we have undertaken” he said. 


During the 1950-1953 Korean War, China accused U.S. forces of using bacterial 
weapons against its troops. Most Western historians consider this charge 
groundless. 


Since China and Vietnam fought a brief but bloody border war in 1979, there 
have been repeated clashes on the Sino-Vietnamese frontier, and each country 
has accused the other of incursions into its territory. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


NORWEGIAN FOREIGN MINISTRY ASKS FOR BROADER EUROPEAN SECURITY 
PMO31653 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 25 Nov 85 p 3 


. —— Lee . ss " 
Report by Morten Fyn: European Solution First” } 


[Text] A nuclear-free zone in the Nordic area can only come about after 
broader European arrangements involving significant reductions in both nuclear 
and conventional forces on both sides of the East-West divide in Europe to as 


ow as possible a balanced level. This is the conclusion of a comprehensive 
report from the Foreign Ministry published today. 


The so-called zone committee, under the leadership of former under secretary 
of state, Ambassador Kjell Colding, is in part very critical of the idea of a 
zone in its unanimous report and gives a clear warning against the possible 
future establishment of a zone prior to or at the same time as a broader 
Nordic zone under such circumstances would raise a number of problems of 
crucial importance to Norway's security and would have repercussions for 
Norway s relationship with NATO. 


ce 


At the same time the report says that it is vitally important that we should 
not act in such a way as to disrupt the U.S.-Soviet nuclear arms negotiations. 
It is well known that a broacer European security arrangement is not just 
yround the corner. But the committee is not closing the door completely on 
Norwegian participation in the zone debate for this reason. On the contrary, 
the committee advocates that in the absence of a broader negotiated settlement 
we can engage in active work on the zone idea. The committee envisages that 
this could happen through Norway's continuing its endeavors to help promote 
the achievement of resuits in the various arms control and disarmament 
negotiations. At the same time Norway must help to ensure regular contacts 
logue among the Nordic countries on the zone issue. 


n the view of the committee the question of Norwegian involvement at civil 
servant level in ioint Nordic investigation work on the zone idea could also 
arise at a later date. However, this would have to be against the background 
f progress achieved in the ongoing disarmament negotiations and of the 


scussion of these issues in NATO. Next weekend the first Nordic parliamen- 
tarians’ nference on the zone will be held in Copenhagen. It is expected 
that Finland, with the support of the Swedish government, will propose a joint 








Nordic report on the zone. The Norwegian Foreign Ministry report will 
undoubtedly be seen as a cold shower by the zone's most enthusiast ix 


supporters. 


The committee's task has been to produce an analysis whose aim is to make a 
nuclear-free zone in the Nordic area a real possibility as part o: a broader 
European arrangement and vithin the framework of Norway's membership of the 
Western Alliance. The report goes into great detail ab t the guarantee 
which the nuclear powers will have to give not to use r threaten to use 
nuclear atmws against the zone states. These are the so-called negative 
security guarantees. The committee says of these that, regardless of theis 
content, they raise the question of what faith one can have in declarations 
made, particularly in a war situation or when war threatens. 


A Nore * zone arrangement which is intended to strengthen the zone states’ 
securit, ™ also affect the nuclear arms deployed in areas bordering on the 
zone, © “e Kola peninsula and the Baltic area, the report states. Even 
though the ss COUNtries may succeed in vinning acceptance for their 


demands for reductions in, the thinning out of, or the total withdrawal of 
such weapons, it will nevertheless only be possible to diminish part of the 
threat to the zone. For the threat depends primarily not on the geographical! 
location of the weapons but on which targets they can actually be used 
against. 


In connection with the establishment of a possible future zone arrangement the 
Nordic countries wust also demand measures and limitations affecting 
conventional weapons. This must be seen against the background of the Soviet 


Union's conventional superiority, the report states. 


Verification questions have a central place in connection with a Nordic zone. 
‘he committee points out that the Nordic countries themselves only have part 
of the expertise and the resources needed for effective verification. A clear 
prerequisite for Soviet participation in verification in the territory 
embraced by @ zone is that Soviet zones in which nuclear arms are banned o1 


Soviet attenuation zones should be open to corresponding verification. 


"It is possible that the nuclear powers will demand a more comprehensive right 
of inspection in the context of negative security guarantees. Such access 
could be used for wnreasonable interference in the arrangements or internal 
affairs of the zone states. For this reason the committee considers it 
extremely important that verification arrangements be so shaped that abuses of 
this nature can be prevented.” 


According to the committee Norwegian participation in a zone is not in itself 
irreconcilable with NATO memberst.ip or with continued Norwegian involvement in 
integrat.d defense cooperation. However, a Nordic zone arrangement could 
conflict with allied defense strategy. Steps taken to implement a zone in the 
Nordic aree would therefore have repercussions for our relationship with NATO 


unless they happen with the understanding of our allies and with the involve 
ment of the nuclear states. 


/3 








If Norway renounces the nuclear option--that is, the possibility of being 

r J : . 
defended with such weapons--and extends its base policy to cover wartime or 
times when there is the threat of war, this could create fears or expectations 
that this is a step in the direction of neutrality. Consequently Norway will 
probably feel the need to strengthen political and military cooperation with 
its allies, the committee writes. 


If Norway renounces the nuclear option, the committee believes that this could 
weaken its allies* willingness and ability to come to Norway's aid in a crisis 
or a war. This could also have a negative effect on their interest in taking 
part in exercises in Norway in peacetime. In addition the committee takes the 
view that, even if there were an extension of Norway's self-imposed restric- 
tions, it is unlikely that Norway would become a less likely target for 
nuclear attack or threats of such an attack. "The important consideration in 
this context is the country's strategic position and importance in the field 
of tension between the two superpowers,” the report states. 


The committee also considers that uncertainty could arise about Norway's 
position within NATO and this could lead to ideas on the Eastern side that it 
could, for example, exert political and military pressure on Norway. The 
committee therefore attaches decisive importance to Norway's continued ability 


to take a full part in alliance cooreration. 
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The problem of war and peace has become especially acute in our era. The contemporary 
military equipment, the weapons that know no limits to their range and possess virtual- 


ly unlimited strike capabilities, have t.rned the prevention of a new world war into 
task of truly extraordinary relevance. Awd this fact in its turn could not but 
increase -- and increase very seriously at that -- the attention of all peoples and 
all states toward torecign political affairs. 


Foreign policy has always had a special and vitally important significance for the 
Soviet Union. The Repub! ix ot the Soviets faced two tasks of Gigantic difficulty 
immediately after the October Revolution. The construction of a new, unprecedented 
socicty in the country was one of these two tasks. ?...-The second of the gigant ix 
difficulties that lay on its shoulders,” V.1. Lenin said, “was the international 
question.” And he defined it precisely: What was involved was the “quarrel with 


real international imperialism and its real, hostile attitude to us.” (Footnote 1) 


(V.I. Lenin: “Complete Collected Works,” Vol 36, pp 8, 10) These two tasks have 
accompanied our people along the entire historical road they traversed. We could 
not solve the first of the two tasks, that is, the task of building socialism, without 
solving the second one; vice versa, it was impossible to solve the second task, that 
is, the task of protecting ourselves against the hostile attitude of imperialism, with 
out building socialism and without strengthening it politically, economically, and 
militarily. 


In our time the Communist Party and its Central Committee, devoting an ever increasing 
attention to foreign policy problems, take account of the great importance of the 
general state of affairs in the world for the successful construction of communism 
in the USSR. The 26th CPSU Congress declared: “DEFENDING PEACE -- AT THIS TIME THER# 
IS NO MORE IMPORTANT TASK IN INTERNATIONAL FIELD FOR OUR PARTY. FO? OUR PEOPLE, AND 
FOR ALL PEOPLES OF THE PLANET. Defending peace, we are working not only for the 
people living now, not only for our children and grandchiidren; we are working for 
the happiness of dozens of future generations. (Footnote 2) ("Documents of the 26th 
CPSU Congress." Moscow, 1981, p 


‘ 


And thus, foreign policy has a ys been of enormous importance for the Soviet Union. 
Nev-rtheless, it was only in the seventies that such an all-embracing plan of inter- 
national activity as the Soviet Peace Program came into being. What is involved in 

this connection is the fact that only at that time were such international conditions 


created as, first, demanded the advancement of such a plan and, second, provided ground 


for hopes that such a flan could be implemented. 


Serious changes began to show in international life during the sixties and especially 
in the second half of the sixties. The “cold war" began gradually to yield its posi- 
tions: It resisted, but it was nevertheless no longer able to restrain the process 
of more or less normal relations being arranged between the states of the two opposite 
social systems. In this situation the need also arose for major constructive initia- 
tives that would deal with the main questions of international development and point 
out the way to a more energetic movement forward. On the other hand, the gradually 
changing correlation of forces in the world arena to the advantage of socialism and 


all *hose states and groups of society which advocated peace and relaxation of tension, 


made it realistically possible to work out a political course that would lead to a 


serious transformation of interst lations on a worldwide scale. 
In what specifically did thi che the correlation of rorces, discussed here, 


find its expression 
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Measures With Respect ¢ ti ! trategi ort » 

ened in Moscow ® May 19 sent “The Sasi 

mn the Purther Limitation trart ; nr ¥oc ap s 

i Ju 1973, 1 th . t Amer \er : t : 

was signed on ’ Jom As wv f iis documeat, bor! id will 

| manner as to “caclude the outbrosk of euclear war between thee ! ' 
yt cle pariies ami other countries.” ( Fuot not 19) ("Th vict Dele , free 
(or Disarmament. Collected Docum »— EF mw, 977, p 179) Thies w n" 
} big stcp on the rood to pea it ulf have become «4 furea 
postwar devel pment ed thy sti owt j rved | prog i ’ 
i” practice. 
Tix iiks on the @utual educt I rad f od ara 

in Vienna on W October 19713, 

The new Soviet-American documents, the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground 
Nuclear Weapon Tests and the Protocol to the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti- 
Ballistic Missile Systems, were signed in Moscow on 3 Julw 1974. The Sowiet- 
British Declaration on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons was signed in 
Moscow on 15 February 1975. 

How r, these success bY ©O @ea aarked an wt of tt ' 

preparations for a qual itaetivetv sew rowed o th hs. ra wer ' hy 
United States «wd NATO wader th dit toa ft detent« a ' 
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of letters) on the prevention of accidents rT unsanct is as rw 

The same kind of an agreement between the USSR and Great Sritaina w vert 
Orteber 19/7. in accordance with th prop i| mad by hy USSR, ’ 
the prohibition of @ilitary or any other he ile vy i. fore 
techniques was signed in May 1977 i 1* idem ‘Hitting meecwr 
sphere, envisaged by the Melwinkt Final Act, wer tively ta m 

in the 1976-80 pertod. 

Finally, the working out of the second treaty |Dorover!] between the USSR and the 
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importance. It was through the fauit of the United States that 
its preparaticn continued for 6 years. The implementation of thi 
open up the road to major measures in the sphere of disarmament. 
turned out in practice that this was the last act of detente in 
As early in 1975 and at_the beginning of 1976, the nited Stati ind 
number of steps in an essentially different direction: For instance 
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The /fiftth/ proposal dealt with the NUCLEAK MISSILE ARMS IN EUROPE: "WE PROPOSE, 
it was declared from the rostrum of the Congress, "TO REACH AN ACCORD ON NOW (NTROD 
A MORATORIUM ON THE SITING [N EUROPE OF NEW MEDLUM-—RANGE NUCLEA2 MISSILE WEAPONS 0} 
NATO COUNTRIES AND THE USSR, THAT IS, fO QUALITATIVELY AND QUANTITATIVELY FREEZE 1H 


EXISTING LEVEL OF THESE WEAPONS, INCLUDING -- IT GOES WITHOUT SAYING -- ALSO THI , 
FORWARD-BASED NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN THAT REGION. This moratorium could come into effect 
immediately as soon as the negotiations on this problem begin and then coutinue t»> 

be in effect until a permanent treaty on the imitation or, better vet, on the redux 

tion of these nucle? weapons in Europe i Iuded. In this connection we proceed 

from the assumption chat both sides will stop all preparations for the dep] ynent 


correspording adcit onal weapons, including the U.S. land-based Pershing-? and 
Strategic cruise missiles." 

The /sixth/ proposal was a demand for [NFORMING THE POPULAR MASSES OF ALL COUNTRI 
ABOUT THE DISASTROUS CONSEQUENCES OF A NUCLEAR WAR. The truth about these cousequen 
is being concealed by those who try io claim that nuclear war is allegedly permissibl 
and who are preparing such a war. it was proposed to form an AUTHORITATIVE INTERNA 
TIONAL COMMITTEE TO PROVIDE EVIDENCE OF THE VITAL NED FOR PREVENTING A NUCT.EAR 
CATASTROPHE. The most distinguished scientists of various countries could be member 
of such a committee. The entire world shouid intormed about the conclusions mad: 
by them. 


Finally, the /seventh/ proposal consisted of the following: Many international 
problems have accumulated in the world and a reasopvable solution of these prob- 
lems would take the heat off the international situation and make it possible for 
peoples to breathe more easily. But what is needed fer this purpose are a far- 
sighted approach, political will and courage, and authority and influence. "This 
is why it seems to us," it was stated at the congress, “that it would be USEFUL 
TO CONVENE A SPECIAL SESSION OF THE SECURITY COUNCLEL -- WITH THE PARTLCLPATLON OF 
THE HIGHEST LEADERS OF THE COUNCIL'S MEMBER-STATES -- TO SEEK THE KEYS TO THE 
RECOVE2Y OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION AND TO THE PREVENTLON OF WAR. LEADERS 

OF OTHER STATES WOULD OBVLOUSLY ALSO BE ABLE TO PARTICIPATE IN THE SESSION LF 
THEY SO WISHED." (Footnote 20) ("Documents of the 26th CPSU Congress,” 

pp 28-30) 


By generalizing the new ideas on the questions of military detente put forward by the 
26th CPSU Congress, it is possible to say that what was involved in this connect ion 
were honest and clear proposals aimed at searching tor mutually acceptable solutions 
that would in practice open up the road to breaking the vicious circle of the arms 
race. 


The Soviet Peace Program, worked vut and developed since 19/71, has extended over dit 
ferent stages of development of international relations, that is, the period of the 
assertion of detente, the period vf detente, the period of growing ditficulties of 
detente, and finally the period of intensificd controntation. At times the question 
is rai.ed: But if this is so, has it been realistic to adhere to one and the same 
program; would it not be better to change its guidelines? The question is quite 
legitimate in principle. 


In answering it, it is necessary, first and loremost, to emphasize: During this entire 
period the Soviet Union has continued to pursue the same goals in the international 
arena. The general line of our forcign policy has not changed. It has aspired and 
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continues to aspire to strengthening peace, narrowing the area of confrontation, 
stopping the arms race, and deepening detente. And no matter how the tactics of 
tne imperialist aggressive forces may continue to change, the USSR will never 
renounce these goals. 


There is yet another, quite important circumstance that has conditioned the 
immutability of the basic ideas of the Soviet Peace Pregram. It is understand- 
ab\.e that the real international situation has demanded that the USSR double 
its atvention to analyzing both the deep factors of world development, the 
factors that jetermine our strategy, and the current, temporary factors that 
influence the determination of some or other tactical steps. The analysis of 
the deep factors of world development has most manifestly shown that the 
chbjective trends determining the yeneral course of world events have not 
changed. Despite all its efforts, imperialism has not succeeded (and will not 
succeed!) in charging either the genera’ arrangement or the general correla- 
tion of forces in the arena of world politics. If some kind of changes did 
take place in this sphere, they were oriented in the same direction as 

‘arlier, that is, to the detr’-er of imperialism and the advantage of democrat ix 


ind peace-loving forces. The e, working ont the practical steps tn the imp!lemen- 
tation of the Peace Progra he Eight i , our country did not have to change its 
strategic goals. the main tb: of antagonism and th lines of potiticai alltance: 


on the whole remained unchaceved. 


[In this connection it is occessary once again to note: The program ot struggle for 
peace and international cvoverraiion, tor freedom and independence of peoples, proclaim 
ed by the 24th and 25th CPSU Coneresses, and the Peace Program for the Kighties 
represent one whole, They extewt aod supplemear one another. 


(in precisely the same wey, cho mei wifeal ai yt vyi foereten policy have, ta 
principle, not changed during the prst period. fhe JAath, 25th, and 26th CPSU 
Congresses confirmed its main tactical principle: FIRMLY REBUFFINC THE AGGRESSIVE 
LINE OF IMPERIALISM, OUR COUNTRY WILT, CONTINUE TO PURSUE LTS PRINCIPLED COURSE AIMED 
AT CONSOLIDATING PEACEFUL COFX(ISTENCE, STRENGTHENING AND DEEPENING DETENTE, AND 
OTOPPLiIG THE ARMS RACE. OF course, dopeuding on the situation, certain changes have 
occurred in the USSR's foceter oolicy *acertes bec awese it was necessary to react to 
some or o rc twists of tho ooltey vi inp riali , ser of ty per of these tactics 
has remainew unchanged. 


Rach of the basic Lines of the Perce Proge am, put forward in 1971, has cont tnned 

so further evolve, taking account of the course of covenants and of changes of external 
conditions, The purpose of this evolution was PORMULATE THE RESPONSE ‘TO THE MOS 
TOP.CAL ISSUES OF A GLVEN PERIOD OF TIM. The vew elements of the program primarily 
covered those spheres of international politics to which imperialism developed its 


aggressive activity and where counteraction to iaperialism was needed. 


he period after the 26th CPSU Congress was especially dynamic, considered from the 
viewpoint of our foreign policy activeness. kven the enemies of socialism admit: 
Never before the USSR raised so many ideas to the sphere of foreigu policy in such 
a short span of time. In particnlar, the following principled proposals were mad, 
and initiatives taken: 














The proposal (upheld by th: 36th session of the UN General Assembly) to proclaim the 
tirst use of nuclear weapons a crime against humanity. The USSR declared its renan 
ciation of being the first to use anclear weapons and apvealed to other auclear powers 
to follow its example; 


The proposals concerning a significant reduction of the onclear arms arsenals of th 
WSSR and the United Statics, while observing the priaciple of equality aad equal 
security of the sides, and the [freezing of ¢ 
negotiations on their reduction; 


‘3° arsenals tor the duration ot the 


The proposals on the prohibition of the development [razmeshchentye] of any kind of 
weapons in outer space and the exploitation of outer space exclusively tor peaceful 
purposes; on the develooment of peaceful inteornvat ional cooperation in outer space 
(which has found support fe devictone of @ ? rorab A ehiwd: woilareral mor 
torium on the introduction of any types of ancisatellite weapons into outer 
space; the proposal to introduce mératorium on the development [sozdaniye], 
testing, and deployment [razvertyvaniye] of space-based strike weapons for the 
entire period of the new Soviet-U.S. negotiations on nuclear and space weapons 
which began in Geneva in 1985; 


The sum total of proposals concerning the transtotmattion vt Kurope tate a cont tnent 
free of not only medium-range auclear weapous but also Cacitical anucloar weapons aad, 
for the beginning, the substantial reduction ta tie quantiiy of medium range nuclear 
weapons located in Hurope. The Sovict -U.S. ucyoriations oa che:c problems cont tinued 
for 2 years until the U.S. side broke them of! tia November 198}. the USSR placed on 
the negotiating table conccets proposals for aceords (dogevorennosi |, The cealtizat ton 
vf which would have led to a 2/3 reductioa of the wmediua-ranye warheads (on aissiles 
and aircraft) now located ia Hurope. Only the U.S. unwillingoess to renouace tis plans 
for the siting of U.S. wissilos in Furope wade it impossible to achieve tits result; 
the announcement in April 198) of Che @oratortum ou the deployment of Soviet acedium 
range missiles and the suspenustoa of cther countermeasures ta Lurope uatil November 
1985. This moratorium could be caticaled tf the United Siates suspeoded [priostanavoit] 
the siting of its missiles tu Kurope; 


The decision to suspend until Jaauacy 1986 al! ancloar explosions, beyiaaing on 
6 August 1985, the 40th auniveriary of the atomic bowkeiug of Utroshiaa, and aot to 
resume them if the United States also suspeaded ita auclear tests; 


tor 


the proposals on transforming Cie Medlicrecancun Sou timo « sea vl peace; suppor 
the ideas of creating auclear-tree zoues ta che Balkaws aad Nuorthera Europe, aad the 
zone free of battlefield oucleac weapons and tie zoae ites of chemical weapous ta 
central Europe; 


The new proposals on ways of settling the situation in the Persian Gulf region 
and, at a broader level, on the foundations of relations with the liberated Asian 


and Africana countries; 


the considerations concerning the principles awl dticeci tons of} tucther oftorts to 
resolve the Middle Kast crisis; ind 

The new proposals conceruiug the Luture prospeees Lor Gltoagthaculay, podce ia Asia on 
a collective basis. 
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All the main questions of che ini vari ) reign 


policy line of the socialist comaunicy i discussed « is ot leader 

of the fraternal countries, ar s joa . litical tleative Conmittee of 
the Warsaw Pact member -councrix be A rences | Sect ci | Contral Committces 
of the frateraal parties for internat io | and ideological qucu lous, alt sessious oil 
the committee of ministers of toreigen afiaics of Warsaw Pa countcices, aad at othr 
meetings of leaders of the foreign policy depaciments of} ialist couatctes. 

The collective proposals of the Warsaw Pact member-couatrics, adopted at the Prague 
conference in January 1983 and developed at the Moscow coatcrence ot the leaders of 
socialist couatries, are of historic signiticance. Accordiag io geacral recognition, 
the proposal on concluding the Creaty on noan ot tocce between the Warsaw Pact and 


the NATO countries and on developing normal aod peaceful relations between them has 
acquired a special importance. And in this connection the fraternal countries have 
continued to make their coatributious to the genecal cause of the struggle for peace 
and detente, and they have made their own proposals Chat evoked considerable response. 
Thus, the GDR and the CSSR have put forward a number of considerations on the 
problems of European peace as well as on disarmament questions. The People's 
Republic of Bulgaria actively promotes the idea of creating a nuclear-free zone 
in the Balkans. 


The Mongolian Peopl2's Republic has mad umber of propo roing the 
strengthening of peace on the Asian Continent, and the SRV and the Lao People's Demo 
cratic Republic have made a number of proposal concerning peac outheast Asia. 


It would be easy to continue this enumeration further. 


It is important to emphasize that precisely the socialist countries, together with 
developing countries, have authored a majority of proposals concerning questions o! 
peace and security which were considered at UN General Assembly sessions. These pro 
posals have won the wide support of the international society. Only the United States 
and some of its allies opposed them. But in the final analysis they, too, were com 
pelled to agree with a number of peaceful initiatives. 


Much has been already written about the Soviet foreign policy initiatives ‘taken after 
the 26th CPSU Congress, as well as about the proposals of other countries of th 
socialist community. Many commentaries note the following maia features that are 
characteristic of these initiatives and proposals: 

/First,/ the measures proposed by the USSR and its allies are of an all-embracing 
nature. They concern nuclear missile and conventional types of weapons and the ground 
and naval forces and the air forces. They concern the situation in Europe, in the 
Near and Middle East, and in the Far East. What is involved are measures both of a 
political and military nature. 





/Second,/ these proposals concern the MOST ACUTE QUESTLONS OF LNIERNATIONAL LIFE. Also 
involved in this connection are a search for ways of resolving the most serious (and 
dangerous) conflict situations, efforts to find mutually acceptable possibilities for 
stopping the most dangerous arms race, that is, the nuclear missile arms race, and 

the question of removing from Europes the threat of ouclear annihilation that now hangs 
over it. 


/Third,/ all our proposals are REALISTIC and they are based on a consistent implementa- 
tion of the principle of EQUAL AND IDENTICAL SECURITY for all sides. On no point or 
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question do the Soviet Union and irs friends seek anv unilateral gains or advantages 
tor themselves. 


/Yourth,/ the Soviet Union strives not only to maintain but also to continue to develop 
norma! relations with all countries. We strive to normalize our relations with the 
countrie: th which they have been aisrupted for one reason or another. 

And final} fifth,/ it is important that the proposals of the countries of socialism, 
following the tradition of the socialist foreign policy tounded by Lenin, ARE ADDRESSED 


BOTH TO GOVERNMENTS AND TO THE POPULAR MASSES, to the entire international public. 


The interconnection and interaction between the socialist foreig policy and the vital 
interests of the popular masses of the entire world reflect an essentially new situa- 
tion that has developed in the world afier the appearance of socialism as a social 
system. This situation is conditioned by the fact that the socialist states ari 
historically the first Stages whose interest nd goals as a whole, iacluding the 
interests and goals in the foreign policy sphere, WHOLLY COINCIDE with the interests 
of the popular masses. There are the STATES THAT EXPRI HE WILL OF THEIR PROPLFS., 
It is precisely as a result of this that the NATIONAL AN! [Alt INTERESTS OF THE 
COUNTRIES OF SOCIALISM IN THE FINAL ANAIYS! URN OUT TO BE IDENTICAL WITH THI 
INTFRESTS OF THE ENTIRE PEACE-LOVING MANKIND. And this by mes apparent, first and 
foremost, in relation to the quest io: f war d peace. 

What is the Soviet foreign policy's contribution to the implementation of the Peace 
Program? 


In the most general form it is possible to single out the following main results 
of the USSR's foreign policy activity during the period under discussion: 


First, SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY HAS MADE AN IMPORTANT NEW CONTRIBUTION TO THE CAUSE OI 
PROTECTING THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE WORKERS CLASS, THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF SOCIALISM IN 
OUR COUNTRY AND IN ALL COUNTRIES OF THE WORLD SOCIALIST SYSTEM, TO THE CAUSE OF 
STRENGTHENING THE POSITIONS OF SOCIALISM. We recall in this connection that for 

seve al decades, beginning in 1917, the Western world stubbornly refused to recognize 
the principle of peaceful coexistence of states with opposing social systems. 
Naturally, in the course of time the Soviet Union had to be recognized and even 
various agreements had to be concluded with it. But despite this, the Western ruling 
circles proceeded from the view that, as a social system, socialism should be liqui- 
dated. Socialism has not only withstood the most difficult tests, but has also grown 
stronger and turned into a most important force of the world social development. The 
continuing changes in the correlation of forces in the world to the advantage of 
socialism have compelled Western politicians to recognize the principle of peacetul 
coexistence. Today it has already been confirmed in many interstate documents. 


Is not the victory of the peoples of Vietnam and Laos -- a victory that required an 
enormous strain of forces but was, nevertheless, won -- evidence of the firmness of 
socialism? And does not socialist Cuba, defending its independence and sovereignty 
during the long years of direct confrontation with the United States, prove the 
irreversibility of the achievements of socialism? Is this not also proved by the 
West's international legal recognition of the GDR which they had refused for wearly 

3 decades even to consider as a sovereign state’? And the defense of the achicvements 
of socialism in Poland? Now it must be clear to everyone: The achievements of 
sucialism are unshakable. And anyone wanting to test their durability would thereby 


primarily put to test his own firmness. 
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Of course, all this does not mean the struggle for peaceful coexistence has already 
been completed. Recent events have graphically demonstrated that the impr vialist 
forces, first and foremost those in the United States, are de facto renouncing the 
principle of peareful coexistence which they recognized in the seventies. They ar: 
again casting doubt on the “legality” of socialism. The struggle for peaceful 
cocxistence continues and, at the same time, a Struggle for the development on new 
relations between states is also in progress. New and, at times, very difficult 
problems are confronting our country and all socialist states in the course of thi 
Struggle. Nevertheless, as a result of the road heretofore traversed, the conditions 
for building socialism and communism in the USSR and in the countries of the ent irs 
socialist community have become more favorable. 


Second, IN THE SEVENTIES SOVIET FOREIGN POLICY, IN COOPERATION WITH THE POREICN 
POLICIES OF OTHER COUNTRIES OF SOCIALISM AND ALi. PEACE-LOVING FORCES, MADE AN IMMENS# 
CONTRIBUTION TO TES CAUSE OF PROTECTING AND STRENGTHENING PEACE IN THE ENTIR® WORLD. 


We note, first and foremost, the fact that the principle of impermissibility of wuclear 
war and the nec essity of excluding it trom the life of the world community were jointly 
fixed by the main capitalist states and the countries of socialism in the accords, 
agreements, declarations, and protocols and UN decisions during the seventies. It 

was proclaimed more than once in various forms that the use of force in internat ional! 
relations is impermissible and that hegemonism, the aspiration to capture the posit ions 
of supremacy and domination in the world as a whole or in its individual regions, 

also impermissible. 


The practice of imperialist states very often contradicts there principles. 
Suffice it to mention the U.S. course aimed at gaining military superiority and 
its open proclamation of its right to consider some cr other regions of the 
earth as its estate and to give orders with the help of military torce wherever 
it may deem it necessary. 


Kut doce this tudicate that a proctamotion of principle r w meaning at atl cf 
course woi! Only quite recently the Weatctu povermments tlatly retused to recopmie 
these privciples, primarily, the principle of peaceful cocxistence. But fu the oven 
tics owr Western pertners directly recognized that peacetul cocxistence rept nf 

the only possible basis for the devclopweut of relatious between countries with 


ferent wocial evystlems. 


Of course, the agreements that have boen already concluded al the negotiations that 


are in progres are still of a liwited wature, and the decisive stages of the trucels 
apaiuet the oatws race still await us because the ciphtics heave been marked by « tew 
intenstificarcion of the arm race. ‘his is hew it is. And nevertheless, tt is inn 


sible wot tuo piv iis due to the fact that the treatics [dopgovor! and agreement 

[| sop! ae henive | which ore tu effect have closed off some channels of the ares race, 
have prohibited or limiied certain types of weapons, and have set up certain barrics 
apaiuat th? Truce. Amal this shows that real measures have heen achtieved tu thts 
aphere aud thet tates are able to reach tuportant agreement 


Yet another important circumstance should not be disregarded in this connection 
Ast ccm int on po rwancnt po! itical consultat iows betwoen many stat beer Davnnge tay 
differem social systems were coucluded am! set in wotion for the firet time durits 

the sevention. in their totality thesc apreements represent 4 mechaniow of 4 special 


type which makes it possible to bold regular joint discussions not only about urpont 
Tr 


te 


problem of biletcral relations but also about important international teeve 
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to exchange views whenever conflict situations develop. This is all the more important 
in view of the fact that, simultancous!y with the creation of the msechanian of porma- 
nent political consultations, the ideas of equal and mutually beneficial cooperation 
between the socialis¢ and the capitalist countries in the spheres of econasy, science, 
and culture are also assuming international-level and practical forms on an increasing- 
ly wider scale. 


Taken separately, cach of these achievements is of prin: ipled stenificance. But, con- 
sidered in their totality and their interconnection, they really make it possible to 
speak alout an opportunity for moving closer to a stage in the development of inter- 
national relations at which a consistent struggie of peoples for peace and the united 
forces of all peace-loving states, organizations, and parties will be able in practice 
to achicve re? “Sle and durable changes in the political climate of the planet. It 
goes without saying that many efforts will still have to be made for this purpose 
because the opponents of peace are strong and active. 


Third, THE SOVIET POREICN POLICY HAS ONCR ACAIN MADE A CREAT CONTRIBUTION To TH 
DEFENSE OF THE RIGHTS AND INTERESTS OF All. PROPLES, PRIMARITY TO THE DEFENSE OF THIFETR 
INALTENABIE RIGHT TO AN AUTONOMOUS DETERMINATION OF THEIR OWN FAT® AND TO THEIR 
ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE. 


In the new historical situation following the disintegretion of colental empires, the 
foreign policy of the USSR and of the entire socialist community has pleawed and 
continucs to play a significant role in the cause of defending the Liberated count rics 
against aggression by the imperialist states and the reactionary ond racist regimes. 
The countries of socialism also provide direct wilitary aid to the sovereign states 
which are subjected to aggression and sre defending their freedom, independence, and 
territorial integrity, and to the peoples who are waging their liberation and anti 
colonial struggle. 


Fourth, DURING RECENT YEARS SOVLET FOREIGN POLICY HAS PLAYED AN IMPORTANT ROLE IN 
ACTIVATING ALL FORCES THAT WORK FOR PFACE AND DEMOCRACY AND HAS BPEN INSTRUMFNTAL IN 
DRAWING ON AN INCREASINGLY BROAD SCALE EVER NFEW MASSES OF PROPLE IN ALL PARTS OF OUR 
PLANET INTO THE STRUGGLE AGAINST IMPERIALISM AND FOR PEACE. 


The participation of the masses in solving the problems of world politics is an impor- 
tant factor of contemporary international life. This participation has found its 
expression in the broadest public support on all continents for strengthening detente 
and in the mass campaigns of solidarity with the peoples struggling for their national 
and social liberation. It goes without saying that the antiwar movement that has now 
become especially strong in Western Furope and also in the United States is not the 
product of some kind of “interference” on the part of socialism, as som? people in 
the West are saying. It is the result of the popular masses’ realization of the 
threat of a world war. At the same time, it is impossible to deny that socialist 
diplomacy's consistent line aimed at defending peace and unmasking the aggressive 
actions of imperialism has contributed to a rise in the activeness of the broadest 

and most multifaceted social forces, which have now become an important factor of the 
struggle for a continuation of detente. 


And finally, fifth, THE POREIGN POLITICAL ACTIVITY OF THE USSR AND THE COUNTRIFS OF 
THE SOCIALIST COMMUNITY HAS LED TO A DEEPENING DIFFERENTIATION IN THE CAPITALIST WORLD 
AS FAR AS THE QUESTIONS OF WAR AND PEACE AND THE QUESTIONS OF RELATIONS WITH THE 
COUNTRIES OF SOCIALISM ARF CONCERNED. The struggle between different positions on 
these problems, which had developed in the West long ago, has assumed especially 
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active forms recently. And it is om important fact that the forces advocating the 
development of normal relations between the countries with different socia! systems 
are gaining strength in the course of this struggle. 


Thus, it is possible to conclude that the "SSR's activity in implementing the Peace 
Program has made it possible to preserve peace and that, to a certain degree, it has 
foiled the plans of the aggressive imperialist circles. It has united the efforts 
of peace-loving states and of all social forces working for the prevention of a new 
war. The decisions of the 24th, 25th, and 26th CPSU Congresses have been steadfastly 
implemented and continue to be implemented. . The line of struegle for peace and for 
the prevention of nuclear war is embodied in the practical steps and seasures of the 
Soviet country and the entire socialist community. 


COPYRIGHT: Izdateistvo "Nauka", “Obshchestvennyye nauki", 1985 
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FRG'S BAHR, USSR'S TOLKUNOV COMMENT ON RELATIONS 
LD121759 Hamburg DPA in German 1606 GT 12 Dec 65 


{Text} Bonn, 12 Dec (DPA) -- SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr believes that the West 
European countries cannot delegate the responsibility for their security to others. At 
a German-Soviet conference of the SPD-linked Fredrick-Ebert Foundation in Bonn today, 
Bahr said that if the two superpowers sat down at a table to discuss security iesues the 
European governments aust do the same. 


Chairman of the USSK Supreme Soviet Lev Tolkunov pointed to the grave threat to Europe's 
security posed by 4 militarization of space. He said that the security isswe cont inves 
to be the “central element of relations” between Bonn and Moscow. 


Bahr strongly rejected reproaches of German revanchiem and offensive intentions on the 
part of NATO and the Bundeswehr made by the Soviet side at the conference. We said that 
such statements seem like taking an axe to the roots of the German-Soviet treaty signed 


iS years ago. 
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CANADIAN PUGWASH GROUP U2GES NUCLEAR-WEAPONS FREFZE 


Toronto THE GLOBF AND MAIL in English 6 Nov 85 p A3 
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RELATED ISSUES 


CANADIAN DEMONSTRATORS RALLY AGAINST ARMS RACE 


Toronto THE SUNDAY STAR in English 27 Oct 85 p A2 


{Article by Paul Bilodeau] 


[Text] 


“What do we want? — PEACE! 
When do we want it? — NOW!” 
A cheering chorus of teenaged 
linked arm-in-arm ied 
of marchers through 
downtown Toronto yesterday to 
penen the international arms 


erlands, where Dutch F rime Minis- 
ter Ruud Lubbers was jeered arid 
a crowd of 25,000 protesting the 
deployment of cruise missiles. 
Lubbers’ cabinet is te decide 
whether liouand will join 
other NATC members to allow the 
mirsiles to be dased on its territe- 
ry. 
Lubbers said thy issue was to re 
worldwide, 
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Die-in 


Protestors, led by Glenys Kin- 
nock, wife of ittien Labour 
y leader Nel innock, skirted 
‘the US. and Soviet embassies, 
before staging a four-minute “die 
in” — falling to the ground simul- 
taneously to : the outccine 
of a nuclear attack on the city. 


For the first time Toronto peace 
activists had something to cele 
brate: Victory in helping dissuade 
the Canadian government from di- 
rect participation in the “Star 
Wars” space weapons research. 

Wendy Wright, of the Toronto 
Disarmament Network, told the 
cheering throng at Queen's Park 


corner and forcing him to make a 
decision that he was realiy against 
in principle,” Wright said. 


END 


10] 


Political solution 


Organiaers estimated the crowd 
at about 10,000, ait h Metro po 
lice estimated barely 2,509. At one 
point, the parade of people 10 
a>reast bed stretched almost the 
full 10 blocks of Yonge St. from 
Bloor St. to College St. 

Toronto columnist June Call 
wood conducted the afternoon 
rally, which was highlighted by 
folksingers, a rock band and the 
San Francisco-based Ladies 

ainst Women comedy troupe 
rally’s theme — End the 
Arms Race, Feed the World - was 
@ tie-in with the highly successful 
Live Aid rock concert, which net- 
ted $50 million for food aid for 
Africa this summer. 

“The arms race spends that 
much money in an hour,” Wright 
told the crowd. 

The Walk for Peace was spon- 
sored by the Toronto [Disarma- 
ment Network, a coalition of 81 
labor, church, political, anti-apar- 
theid and peace proups. 

Quakers, United Church of Cana- 
da and Catholic high school 

ts paraded with Communist 
Party of Canada stalwaris and 
: groups for many interna- 
ional, anthAmerivan and anti- 
Soviet political causes. 
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